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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, APRIL 14, 1866. 
—_—>—- — 

WE ARE GLAD TO FIND that at the sitting of the 
Central Criminal Court on Monday last the Common 
Serjeant took the opportunity of saying a few words with 
reference to some observations which had been attributed 
to him as having been said in the course of the trial of 
the case of The Queen v. Coleman, during the last 
session of the Court. It will be recollected that some 
very severe strictures were made upon the inadequacy 
of the punishment inflicted on Mr. Coleman for a 
most atrocious libel on Mr. Sothern, the eminent 
actor, and that it was reported that the learned gen- 
tleman had on that occasion expressed his belief in 
spiritualism. The words attributed to him were these— 
“For my own part I am rather inclined to believe in 
spiritualism.” Our readers will recollect that we at the 
time * expressed surprise and regret that so extraordinary 
a remark should have fallen from the Bench. It turns 
out, however, that the whole thing was a misapprehen- 
sion, The Common Serjeant, on Monday last publicly 
declared that the report was a misrepresentation, no doubt 
an unintentional one, of what he expressed. Alluding, 
he said, to some remarks which had been made by 
counsel in the course of the argument, the words he used 
were these—“I cannot exactly say with the learned 
counsel that I am an universal sceptic; for my own part, 
I am rather inclined to believe, but of spiritualism I 
know nothing whatever.” He had added these latter 
words for the express purpose of preventing anybody sup- 
posing that spiritualism was one of those things he was 
rather inclined to believe. He knew nothing of spirit- 
ualism or its professors, and had never read any of the 
paragraphs which had appeared in the public journals on 
the subject. He had never given any intimation of belief 
in spiritualism, and now reiterated that which he had 
stated last session — that of spiritualism he knew 
nothing whatever. 

We are sincerely glad to be ‘able to publish this com- 
plete vindication of a judge for whom we have the 
highest respect. It is necessary, however, to state that 
the Zimes’ reporter in that court stoutly maintains the 
accuracy of his report, and says that the misapprehension 
is on the part of the learned Deputy Recorder. Mr. Ser- 
jeant Ballantine also has written a letter, in which he 
disclaims the general scepticism apparently attributed to 
him by Mr. Chambers, and says that his expressed scepti- 
cism was on the subject of spiritualism only. on nodis 
fuerit tantas componere lites; but it does seem to us 
that the question between Mr. Chambers and Mr. Ser- 
Jeant Ballantine admits of an obvious and easy solution. 

If the learned serjeant, as is not unlikely, expressed 
himself as naturally inclined to doubt any new thing till 
well established by evidence—and this appears to us to be 
the true philosophical frame of mind—and then applied 
that “superstition” to the matter in hand, the Common Ser- 
jeant may have thought it right to announce that his mind 
Was actually inclined to credulity, without intending to 
applythat to the particular subject matter. And however 
loosely either or both of the learned gentlemen may have 
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expressed themselves, we are “ rather inclined to believe ” 
that something of this sort is the true version of the 
affair. 

At the same sessions Robert Cooper pleaded guilty to 
publishing the same libel, but as it appeared that it had 
been done in ignorance, the Common Serjeant, with the 
consent of the prosecution, said that he agreed in every- 
thing that had been stated with regard to the infamous 
nature of the libel in question, and also concurred in 
the propriety of everything that had been done by Mr. 
Sothern to relieve himself from the serious imputation 
that was sought to be cast upon him. As the matter 
stood, however, he considered that he should be justified 
in allowing the defendant to go out upon recognizances; 
and he was glad at the same time to take the opportunity 
of expressing his satisfaction at finding that this libel 
had not had the effect in any way of disturbing the pri- 
vate friendships of Mr. Sothern, or the estimation in 
which he was so deservedly held by the public. He then 
ordered the defendant to enter into his own recognizances 
in £500, and find two sureties in £250 each, to keep the 
peace towards Mr. Sothern and all her Majesty’s subjects 
for twelve months. 

Mr. Serjeant Ballantine said that the prosecution would 
be satisfied if the defendant entered into his own recog- 
nizance in £500. 

The defendant at once entered into the required recog- 
nizance, and he was then discharged. 





THE EDINBURGH alumni who are students of the 
Commonwealth history must have been a little surprised 
at the evidence by which Mr. Carlyle attempted to sup- 
port his proposition that nothing that was contrary to 
the laws of Heaven was allowed to live by Oliver Crom- 
well. The newly-installed rector said that the “ Bare- 
bone’s” parliament, after deliberation about it, thought 
it was expedient, and commanded by the Author of 
Man and the Fountain of Justice, and what was true 
and right, to abolish the Court of Chancery; and that 
when the parliament was dismissed, Oliver felt that it 
had been perfectly right with regard to chancery. So 
far was this from being the case, that Cromwell openly 
resisted this proposal of the Barebone’s parliament. 

According to Mr. Forster’s account, which is based on 
Cromwell’s own language, Cromwell assisted with all 
his energy the outcry raised against the vote, and, 
strengthened by his authority, there arose from out of 
the courts and purlieus of Westminster sucha multi- 
tudinous and tumultuous clamour of voices and pens that 
the like had not been heard before to protect from ruin 
what Mr. Forster, derisively it is true, calls “ the venerable 
fabric of English jurisprudence ” (Cromwell, p. 208). He 
adds, that the charge of an intention by the dissolved 
parliament to overthrow all custom and common sense, 
in favour of the law of Moses, was afterwards frequently 
insisted on by Cromwell. At the opening of the next 
parliament, of which Lenthall was speaker, Cromwell 
actually imputed to the proceedings of the Barebone’s 
convention projects and conspiracies extensively formed 
among its members for the subversion of the laws of pro- 
perty and the manners of our ancestors (Forster, p. 265). 
Cromwell’s words then were, “But when they came to 
such practices as to tell us that liberty and property are 
not the badges of the kingdom of Christ, and tell us that, 
instead of regulating laws, laws are to be abrogated, 
indeed subverted, and would perhaps bring in the 
Judaical law instead of our known law settled amongst 
us, this is worthy every magistrate’s consideration, 
especially when every stone is turned to bring confu- 
sion.” In February, 1657, he apostrophised the Bare- 
bone’s parliament thus—“ And what did they? Fly at 
liberty and property, insomuch as if one man had twelve 
cows they held that another that wanted cows ought to 
take share with his neighbour.” Therefore, notwith- 
standing Mr, Carlyle’s attack, we do not think that the 
historical reputation of the Court of Chancery has much 
to fear from contact with the historical wisdom and tem- 
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perance of the so-called parliament of which he is an 
admirer. 

Cromwell, if he had little special knowledge of the 
constitution and operation of the Court thus threatened 
by legislative fanatics, had too much sagacity and 
common sense to put a rash hand to the law of rights in 
property, however willing he may have been to make a 
sweeping reform in its administration. But there were 
not wanting men able and ready to open his eyes to a 
full view of the ignorance and extravagance of the 
authors of the abolition, or, as it was called, regulation 
ordinance. In a minute of the proceedings in the 
Council Chamber, April 23,1655, apparently in the hand- 
writing of Lord Wharton, Oliver’s most trusted friend, 
and then, we believe, a member of the Council of State, 
appear the objections of the three Commissioners of the 
Seal to the ordinance. This paper is among the Carte 
manuscripts in the Bodleian library, and is the direct 
source of the present notice of it. The commissioners 
jointly objected to the failure of justice which would 
follow from “the want of a way to try legacyes and wills.” 
* Noe man,” they said, “ can recover a legacy at law, and 
this takes it out of the chancerye. Noe reliefe against 
bonds, and men’s consciences so corrupt that they have 
known three times the due exacted upon advantage of a 
forfeiture. Mortgages in the same case without reliefe. 
Trusts not relievable upon, and a very genrall case. 
. - . The life of the chancerye is the injunction, 
which is now finally taken away, unless the defendant 
confesse.”’ 

One of the commissioners (Lenthall, the Master of the 
Rolls) protested in the council that the chancery was the 
people’s birthright and lex terre, as resolved in vicesimo 
imo Jacobi, and that the ordinance abrogated all laws, so 
that no commission of bankrupt could be granted with- 
out a new authority, and so that the chancery was not 
regulated but abrogated quite. Whitlocke, another of 
the commissioners, objected that the grievance of attach- 
ment and breaking open houses, as it was styled in the 
ordinance, was this, that whereas it was before only the 
last process, and then done by the serjeant-at-arms, who 
was a responsible man of estate, both for himself and all 
his deputies, now it was put upon the common bailiffs. 
Lord Widdrington, the third commissioner, objected to the 
recognizances which the parties must enter into before 
the defendant was compelled to answer, which had great 
inconvenience in personal attendance and incumbrance 
on the estate. 

From this minute a judgment may be formed of the 
ignorant and headlong character of the change which 
Mr. Carlyle has thought fit to praise before the academic 
youth of the Scotch capital. Not even the name of such 
a thinker and writer can save from condemnation a rash 
use of history, particularly when that use tends to foster 
common prejudice. His estimate of the Barebone’s par- 
liament will probably, after what we have shown, be con- 
sidered less truthful and just than that of Lord Macaulay, 
who helps to save it from merited oblivion by the curt 
sentence that this parliament, “ after exposing(*itself,during 
a short time, to the public contempt, surrendered back to 
the general the powers which it had received from him.” 





OUB READERS will find in another column a report of 
the conviction and sentence of two persons on a charge 
of swindling the public by falsely pretending to be ready 
to lend money. While we rejoice that circumstances 
have enabled the arm of justice to reach two of the 
rogues concerned in this nefarious business, we are com- 
pelled with regret to admit that there are many, aye, 
and members of the profession too, who do not scruple to 
carry on a trade of a precisely similar nature. 

We are ourselves acquainted with one “ gentleman” 
(we will be glad to give his name privately to any one 
who desires to know it, but from obvious reasons we 
decline to publish it) whose advertisement regularly 
appears in the Standard, and who derives, we believe, a 
handsome income from these proceedings. That person’s 





course of proceedings appears—we judge from an in- 
stance in which we personally interposed to rescue his 
victim from his gripe—to be somewhat as follows:— 
Some unfortunate gentleman, possessed of property, and 
desirous of raising a little money on the security of his 
acres (or houses, as the case may be), sees this flaming 
advertisement, wherein a loan is offered him on the 
tempting terms of “from three and a-half per cent,” 
and not unnaturally writes to the address given in the 
advertisement. In due time Mr. (we will call him) Ash 
answers, to the effect that he is willing to treat for the 
loan, but that the preliminary expenses for investigating 
the security must first be paid in cash, 

This is probably done, and a skilful manipulation of 
bills, real or fictitious, has the effect of drawing £5 or 
£6 from the unwary customer, when he is perhaps in- 
formed that his security is approved and the money 
ready, but that the legal expenses (say £10) must first 
be paid. He replies, not unreasonably, “stop the amount 
out of the loan,” to which no answer is returned. After 
waiting till his patience is tired out, he perhaps at last 
applies to his solicitor, or some legal friend, to whom, 
when he writes proposing completion on the ordinary 
business terms, there comes a reply, “I have returned the 
money to my client, as I thought Mr. —— did not intend 
to complete.” All this time Mr. Ash’s advertisement 
continues to appear, so that either the alleged want of 
money is a mere false excuse, or (and he may choose 
which horn of the dilemma he pleases) the offer to lend 
is a sham and swindle. 





THE LORD CHANCELLOR will receive the judges, 
Queen’s counsel, &c., at his lordship’s residence, No. 40, 
Upper Brook-street, on Monday, the 16th instant (the 
first day of Easter Term), at twelve o’clock. 





THE REGISTRATION APPEALS FOR 1865. 

Not until the last day of Hilary Term, 1866, was the 
last of the registration appeals for the previous year 
disposed of. By 6 Vict. c. 18, these appeals are to be 
from the decisions of revising barristers on points of law ; 
they must be made to the Court of Common Pleas, and 
the “cases” must be lodged with the masters of that 
court within the first four days of Michaelmas term; so 
that it has required nearly two terms to dispose of the 
appeals of 1865. Speed, however, is not required of the 
Court in its exercise of this important jurisdiction over 
our political rights, for the new lists will not be made out 
by the overseers till next July, and the registration 
courts will not be open till September. Indeed, both 
the profession and the public, in matters of such general 
interest, may well be content to await the careful pre- 
paration of written judgments. To the Court of Common 
Pleas alone must attach the discredit of confused or con- 
flicting decisions on registration law, equally with the 
credit of clear and consistent ones, and, therefore, we 
think it would best maintain its high credit, if it “took 
time to consider ”’ in all registration cases. 

We propose briefly to call our readers attention to the 
points decided in last years appeals, and to the considera- 
tions arising out of them. 

In the first place it is a singular fact that the thirteen 
decisions appealed against have all been reversed. In the 
majority of these cases, however, questions of considerable 
nicety have been involved, and in one there was a recent 
Irish decision directly in point, and which it clearly was 
not for the registration court to disregard. The revising 
barristers therefore need not be discredited by the 
sweeping reversal of their judgments. In the preface 
to his work on Parliamentary Voters, Mr. Bretherton, a 
gentleman of large experience in régistration courts, says, 
that the revising barristers are selected from only junior 
members of the bar or those in limited practice, and 
suggests that it would be better to have forty-four re- 
visors instead of eighty-five, to double their pay, to assign 
them circuits containing equal numbers of 
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electors, and to make the appointment for life, instead 
of depending, as it now does, on the will of the senior 
judge who may happen to come the summer circuit. 
That some revising barristers are men of little standing 
and experience is very possible, but this is certainly far 
from true of the great majority of them. In fact what 
Mr. Bretherton complains of is, that judges have in some 
cases exercised their patronage unwisely, and without 
due regard to the public interests. It is to the careful 
exercise of that patronage that we must look for the 
remedy of the alleged evil; for, even if Mr. Bretherton’s 
suggestions were adopted, incompetent men might still 
be appointed, and it would be far more difficult than now 
to get rid of them. These remarks, however, for the 
reasons we have already pointed out, have no reference 
to the gentlemen whose decisions were appealed against 
last year; besides it often happens that a point which is 
not very clearly taken in the hurry of the registration 
court, presents a very different appearance when elabo- 
rately argued at Westminster. 

The first case to which we call attention is Harris v. 
Amery, 14 W. R.199. There forty-six partners agreed 
to hire of aman named Ford a farm of nearly 150 acres, 
lying within the parliamentary limits of a borough, at 
the yearly rent of £473 10s., as tenants at will, and the 
only building on the farm was a substantial stone 
cattle shed, with a loft or granary above it. They 
entered and paid rent, and appointed one of their number 
manager to farm the land. The partnership was 
avowedly formed to create votes, and, as a secondary 
object, to make a profit. The question was whether the 
partners were qualified for the borough franchise under 
the 27th section of the Reform Act. The Court held 
that the partnership was illegal, inasmuch as it con- 
sisted of more than twenty persons carrying on business 


for gain, within the 4th section of the Companies Act | 


(25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), and had not been registered in ac- 
cordance therewith; and that as the partners could not 
show their occupation of the farm without setting up the 


seen that the foundation of this decision is that farming 
is a business within the meaning of the Companies Ac‘, 
and therefore where farming partnerships, containing 
more than the specified number of members, are formed, 
as may well be the case in these days of co-operative 
associations, they should be registered. 

Smith v. James, 14 W. R. 201, decides that, if the 
qualification of a voter is good on the face of the list, his 
name cannot be struck out of it unless duly objected to. 
The voter’s qualification was for a share in Putney bridge, 
and the revising barrister struck out his name proprio 
motu, on the ground that the case of Zepper v. Nicholls, 
13 W.R. 270, showed that a share in that bridge did not 
confer a qualification, and the Court held that he was 
wrong in doing so. 

Smith v. Holloway, 14 W. R. 202, decides that, if it is 
intended to object to a number of county voters in a 
parish, one notice to the overseers is sufficient, provided 
all the names objected to are placed in a schedule at the 
end of it. This is no doubt a common sense view of the 
requirements of the statute, but it has this disadvantage, 
that, if such a notice were sent by post and lost in 
transmission, it would fail as to all the voters objected 
to, whereas, if a seperate notice were required in respect 
of each name objected to, the probability is that, under 
the same circumstances, all the notices but one, or at any 
rate a majority of them, would come safe to hand. 

Gainsford v. Freeman, 14 W.R. 208, affords a good 
instance of adilemma. The claimant had a life interest 
under a trust in a term of 999 years, which was to go 
over at his death under an executory devise. The Court 
held that he had no qualification under the 20th section 
of the Reform Act, inasmuch as he was not legal assignee 
of the unexpired residue of a term originally created for 
not less than sixty years, and that he could not avail 
himself of the legal fiction that his life interest was 
greater than the term. Neither was he qualified under 








the 74th section of the Registration Act, which gives the 
franchise to the cestui gue trust in actual possession, 
because, if he claimed equitably, he must let in the 
equitable conditions, and in equity he had not an interest 
for the unexpired residue of the term within the 20th 
section of the Reform Act. 

Jones v. Jones, 14 W. R. 204, simply decides that the 
notice of objection to the overseers need not be signed by 
the objector on the day it bears date, provided he signs 
it within the time allowed himby law. The case is how- 
ever noticeable because the Court expressly dissented 
from a recent Irish decision on the same point, viz., 
Parkinson v. Brophy, 15 Ir. C. L. Rep. 346, and con- 
curred with the dissentient judge in that case, Mr.. 
Justice Hayes. The Irish decision was after a cur. adv.. 
vult., and yet the English judges—two of whom by the: 
way were Irishmen—set it aside, guoad its authority in- 
this country, without hesitation. And we think they 
were right in so doing, for, as was pointed out by Mr.. 
Justice Keating, the Irish decision proceded on the 
supposition that it was anecessary consequence of prior 
English decisions, whereas in reality there was no such 
sequitur. The English decisions were, that the objector 
must give his true place of abode at the time of signing 
the notice, and that he must specify in it the year; but: 
the reasons of these decisions were, said Chief Justice 
Erle, in the first case, that the person “objected to might 
know where to find his opponent, and so have the oppor- 
tunity of explaining and making matters up with him— 
and in the second, that he might not be misled, if he had! 
been unsuccessfully objected to the year before, by sup- 
posing it was the old notice. There was thus a substan- 
tial object in requiring the year and the place of abode 
to be truly given, but there could be none in requiring 
that the notice should be signed on the day it bears date. 
Had the Court come toa different conclusion, not only 
would the notice have been bad, but pari ratione all claims 


| open to the same exception would have been bad to. 


Dodds vy. Thompson, 14 W. R. 476, decides that, as 


illegal agreement, they were not qualified. It will be ; 4 Geo. 2,c. 28,8. 5, gives a power of distress for rent- 


seck, a rent-charge may confer a county qualification 
though no power of distress is reserved in the deed which 
creates it. The result is that, in the creation of faggot. 
votes by means of forty shilling rent-charges, the requisite 
deed may be shortened by a few lines. 

We now come to a batch of cases, the last on our list, 
which turn upon the question—What is meant by “ any 
house, warehouse, counting-house, shop, or other building,” 
in the 27th section of the Reform Act? It is a presump- 
tion (one might almost say a fiction) of law that the 
Legislature must, in the words it uses, have, somehow or 
other, embodied clear and resonable ideas—in fact, that 
an Act of Parliament is the quintessence of legislative 
wisdom. Nevertheless, we may be pardoned for doubting 
whether the Parliament which passed the Reform Act 
had any very clear idea of what it meant by the words 
“ other building ” in the section we are considering, and 
we are confirmed in this doubt by finding that the words 
were added in committee (Rowe’s Reform Act, 22). It is 
obvious that, if they were strictly confined to buildings 
ejusdem generis with those enumerated before them, they 
would exclude such buildings as a brewery, a mill, or @ 
factory (See Elliott on Parliamentary Electors, 2nd ed. 
161), which could scarcely have been intended. This 
difficulty was soon appreciated, for in 1842 we finda 
Parliamentary committee, in the first decision on the 
meaning of these words, going the length of holding that a 
lime-kiln excavated in a cliff, and lined with masonry, 
was a building within the meaning of the sectiom 
(Lyme Regis case, Barron & Austin’s Election Cases, 486). 
Nor was the Court of Common Pleas slow to follow in 
the same direction, till at last, to use the words of the 
learned reporter in 2 Lutwyche, 58, it was difficult to say 
what was not a building, however slight and unsub- 
stantial the structure might be, provided there was a@ 
roof to it—a fowl-house, a donkey-shed, or a pig-stye 
might be sufficient. Of decisions on the point there 
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were plenty; general principles laid down there were 
but few; and too often the revising barrister found 
himself drifting, without chart or compass, on a sea of 
cases. The Court, however, was aware of the evil, and 
tried to remedy it in the case of Cook v. Humber, 
11 C. B. N. 8S. 33, by laying down that the statute des- 
cribes two classes of buildings, viz., those used for resi- 
dential, and those used for commercial purposes, This 
ruling was acted upon and further extended in the 
case of Powell v. Boraston, 13 W. R. 465, decided last 
year. There the Chief Justice, in the course of a 
carefully-prepared judgment, says that the building 
“ought to be in some degree adapted both to be used by 
man, either for residence or for the industry to which 
the statute relates, and also to have the degree of dura- 
bility which is included in the idea of a building.’ The 
last expression is somewhat misty and oracular; but 
though we cannot gather from it what the requisite 
degree is, we at least learn that there must be some 
durability. The question has again come before the 
Court this year in Norrish v. Harris, 14 W. R. 479; and 
the other cases argued with it, all of which came from 


Totnes. The judges have evidently laboured hard ai its 
solution; and, if they have not suceeded in defining 


what is indefinable, they have, at all events, succeeded in 
smoothing the difficulties in the way of future registra- 
tion Courts. All products of industry, they say, having 
value, are the subjects of commerce for the purposes of 
the Act, so that a structure in which a farmer stores his 
produce, either for his own use or for exchange, or in 
which he keeps manure for use on the land, may be a 
building used for commercial purposes within the decision 
in Cook v. Humber. This is quite in accordance with 
the opinion expressed in Elliott on Parliamentary 
Electors, that the words “ other building ” were specially 
introduced for the purpose of embracing buildings of an 
agricultural character. So much for what the building 
may be; but the Court further tells us what it must be. 
It must have some permanence, some utility, and some 
real value; that is, if land and building together form 
the qualification, the building must be beneficial to the 
occupation of the land, and the land with the building on 
it must be of more real value to let to a tenant who 
makes his rent from the premises than it would be with- 
out it. 

The Legislature in its wisdom did not see fit to define 
what proportion the value of the building should bear to 
the value of the land in making up the requisite £10. 
In Powell v. Boraston, Erle, C.J., says, “in a county all 
that is comprised under the term land is the principal 
qualification, But in a borough land alone does not 
qualify; it can only be used as an accessory toa building 
for the sole purpose of making up the value of £10;” 
and yet it appears from the cases we are considering 
that a vote may be obtained by means of a building, the 
primary qualification, worth five shillings a-year, eked 
out by land, the mere accessory, worth £9 15s. a-year; 
and we see no reason for doubting that, on the law so 
laid down, a building worth only sixpence a-year would 
be sufficient, provided it had the requisite degree of per- 
manence. The Legislature, says the Court, has not 
defined the proportion, and it is not for us to usurp its 
functions. The new franchise bill proposes to require 
not less than six-fourteenths of the new county qualifica- 
tion for the franchise to consist of a building in all cases 
where the voter does not reside on the land.* 

In conclusion we cannot but wonder at the earnest 
anxiety for electoral privileges exhibited to the good 
people of Totnes, about 190 of whom last year appealed 
to the Common Pleas on points of law. Probably a still 
larger number of them fought their cases before the 
revising barrister on the facts. Take the number of 
litigated cases, and contrast it with 346, the actual 
numbers of the constituency, and it is clear that the 
franchise, in this little borough, must be a pearl of great 

“ — - — 

a In our opinion @ similar provision ought to be made in the case 








price indeed, a question on which the recent proceedings 
before the Election Committee, which unseated Mr. 
Pender, throw a good deal of light, 


DIRECTORS IN GREMIO LEGIS. 

The powers of directors before and since the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, form a fruitful source of litigation 
which is daily increasing. Under any Act such as that 
of 1862, such questions ought to be comparatively easy 
of solution; for by clause 55, table A, of the regulations 
in that Act directors are endued with all the powers of 
the company, in other words, of a general meeting, 
except where any certain powers are specially reserved 
to a general meeting. 

The cases under the old joint-stock Acts most frequently 
turn upon the effect of particular clauses in deeds of 
settlement. The maxim Modus et conventio vincunt legem 
would appear strictly to apply to such cases, and we 
might expect that whatever was written in the deed 
would per fas aut nefas be binding on the shareholders in 
all cases where no rule of public policy was infringed 
upon. And this, indeed, is the ratio decidendi usually 
adopted by the courts. A very good example of this 
rule is afforded by the recent decision of the Master of 
the Rolls in Zhe Crewer and Wheal Abraham United 
Mining Company v. Willyams and Others, 14 W. R. 444, 

The 81st article of association of this company, 
which was formed in 1839, provided “that no pur- 
chase, sale, contract, or agreement, made or entered 
into by the promoters or directors, or acts done by 
the directors, to which the assent of the company in 
general meeting should have been given, should be 
afterwards impeached as ultra vires.’ The 83rd article 
empowered the directors to borrow on mortgage of 
all or any part of the company’s estate, and by 
means of such securities as they should think fit. 

The company, by indenture, in 1865, mortgaged the 
produce of the mines to certain of the defendants 
(bankers), to secure past and future advances to the 
company, with interest. The company also covenanted 
by the indentuze, to which the contractor was a party, 
to pay to the bankers all “moneys which, during the 
continuance of the said indenture, might become due to 
the contrator” by the company, “and not to retain such 
moneys for calls which might be due on shares of the 
company held by him, or on any account whatsoever.” 
The bill, amongst numerous other averments, stated that 
the company had no authority, by their constitution, to 
enter into any obligation for any then-existing debts of, 
or advances to, the contractor, nor for the payment to the 
bankers of money which the contractor might become 
entitled to under his said contract, without setting off 
amounts due for calls. 

Lord Romilly sought to dispose of the main question 
in this case, viz., whether the deed was ultra vires, by a 
dilemma. If the contractor was the agent of the com- 
pany for the purpose of receiving the sums given him by 
the bankers, the company were, in his Lordship’s opinion, 
liable for those amounts. If he was not their agent, they 
were still liable for these sums, as they were expended by 
him for the benefit of the company. This dilemma would 
not, however, be warranted except on the assumption that 
the deed was not wltra vires ; and this assumption is, we 
think, entirely warranted by the 83rd section. But some- 
what inconsistently, we think, with any such assumption, 
his Lordship dismissed the bill which sought to set aside 
the mortgage “ without prejudice to any bill to be filed for 
the purpose of making the deed a security, as against the 
company, only for the moneys expended on behalf of the 
company.” If loans of the nature i? question were 
necessarily wléra vires, a case of acquiescence would have 
to be established on the part of each shareholder; if, to 
follow his Lordship’s use of a dilemma, such loans were 
not ultra vires, it appears to us immaterial whether the 
sums raised thereby were bond fide expended for the 
benefit of the company or not. The lenders, surely, in 
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the latter case, were not under any legal or moral obliga- 
tion to see to the application of their advances. 

Whatever powers are conferred on directors ought, we 
think, to be sustained in their entire extent in all cases, as 
binding on the company, otherwise such special stipula- 
tions will become altogether nugatory. On this point we 
may refer to the recent decision of Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley in the Portsmorth Portsea and Gosport Bank 
case, 14 W. R. 417, which tends to deprive deeds of set- 
tlement of much of their natural force. The deed of settle- 
ment of this company provided that a transfer of his shares 
by ashareholder should exonerate him from future liability 
to the company, but not as to his share of liability in re- 
spect of losses (if any) sustained by the company prior 
to the date of transfer. The 48th section, which con- 
stituted the gist of the case, then provided that at any 
general meeting the directors should produce “a balance- 
sheet or general summary of the accounts of the com- 
pany for the half year and such further state- 
ment or report upon the present condition and probable 
future progress of the affairs of the company as the 
directors shall deem expedient and proper for the in- 
terests of the company to be made public. And every 
such balance-sheet or general summary of accounts shall 
be binding and conclusive on all the shareholders, their 
executors, administrators, and assigns, at law or in 
equity, unless some error shall be discovered therein, and 
made known in writing to the directors before the next 
general meeting, and in that cese such error so notified 
shall be rectified.” In March, 1865, the bank stopped 
payment, and the losses were stated at £80,000. ‘The 
directors had never produced any balance-sheet, but they did 
produce reports, which were essentially fictitious. Three of 
the shareholders, namely, Horsey, Helby, and Stokes, who 
had parted with their shares, were sought to be placed 
on the list of contributories in respect of such losses as 
the company had sustained prior to the dates of their re- 
spective transfers, even though no subsequent report of 
the directors referred to any such losses; these reports, 
indeed, being of the most flattering character. Horsey 
had transferred his shares so long ago as 1842; Stokes 
had transferred his in 1856; Helby had transferred his 
in 1859; and the case before his Honour was on an ad- 
journed summons to have them placed on the list of con- 
tributories, notwithstanding the lapse of so great periods 
of time. 

Under these circumstances his Honour ruled that 
Horsey was by the Statute of Limitations released from 
his liability to the company by the lapse of twenty years, 
but that as this interval of time had not run in favour of 
Stokes and Helby, they were liable for their proportion 
of all losses sustained by the company prior to the dates 
of their respective transfers. The ground on which his 
Honour rested his judgment was that the publication of 
a half-yearly balance-sheet by the directors was impera- 
tive on them, while their adding a summary was alto- 
gether optional, and that, as they had not published any 
balance-sheets, the actual losses sustained by the com- 
pany prior to the transfers in question might be in- 
quired into. As such losses existed in point of fact, 
Messrs. Stokes and Helby are likely to figure in the list at 
handsome sums respectively. 

This decision has a double aspect. The balance- 
sheet and summary referred to in the deed of settlement 
were binding on the company, and any summary of the 
company’s circumstances that was substituted for a 
balance-sheet, or intended to subserve the same purpose 
ought, surely, be binding on the shareholders. Indeed, 
the clause cited by us is plain to the effect that the 
“balance-sheet ov general summary” should be binding 
on the shareholders, no matter how informally such re- 
turns might be drawn up. If the shareholders were 
dissatisfied with the meagreness of the summary, why 
did they not call for a balance-sheet?  Volenti non sit 
injuria. They may have purposely abstained from in- 
vestigating the foundations upon which the flourishing 
reports rested, mainly because they suspected that in- 
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quiry might only depreciate their shares in the market, 
On the other hand the creditors of the company ought 
not to be prejudiced by any such waiver of their rights 
by the shareholders as suggested, and if they trusted the 
company on the faith of those false summaries, they 
would surely be entitled to the benefit of any extra 
security which the fact of their falsity might give them. 


GUARDIANSHIP IN SOCAGE. 


The law of England recognises several species of 
guardianships of the persons and estates of infants, 
though some of them have now become nearly obsolete. 
Of the different species applying to the freehold lands of 
an infant there were lately three incommon use, These 
were—Ist, guardianship in socage; 2nd, guardian- 
ship by statute; and Srd, guardianship by appointment 
of the Court of Chancery. It is our present object to in- 
quire whether a recent statute has not reduced this 
number to two, by practically abolishing guardianship in 
socage. This species of guardianship was said to occur 
where, by descent, and not by purchase, an infant under 
the age of fourteen years became seized of the legal es- 
tate in freehold lands, and it continued until the infant 
attained the age of fourteen years, the guardian in socage 
being the nearest blood relative of the infant, to whom 
the inheritance could not possibly descend. In the case, 
therefore, of lands descending to an infant ex parte 
paternd, which the infant’s maternal relatives, not being 
of the purchaser’s blood, could never inherit, the guar- 
dianship in socage would devolve upon the nearest of 
such his maternal relatives, and the case was just trans- 
posed with lands which had descended ex parte maternd. 

In 1859, however, an alteration was made in the law 
of inheritance by the first of Lord St. Leonards’ Real 
Property Acts (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35). The Act of 3&4 
Will. 4, c. 106, had provided (section 2) that “in every 
case descent shall be traced from the purchaser,” and the 
words “the purchaser,” are, by the first section of the 
Act, defined to mean “the person who last acquired the 
land otherwise than by descent, or that by any escheat, 
partition, or enclosure, by the effect of which the land 
shall have become part of, or descendible in the same 
manner as other land acquired by descent.” In no case, 
therefore, as the law stood before the passing of Lord 
St. Leonards’ Act, was descent to be traced from a person 
who had inherited; and hence the maternal relatives of 
an infant, taking lands by descent ex parte paternd, 
could never inherit those lands, nor rice versé could the 
infant's paternal relatives inherit lands descended to him 
ex parte maternd. Now, however, the law stands 
differently, it being enacted by the 19th section of Lord 
St. Leonards’ Act that, “where there shall be a total failure 
of the heirs of the purchaser, or where any land shall be 
descendible as if an ancestor had been the purchaser 
thereof, and there shall be a total failure of the heirs of 
such ancestor, then and in every such case the land shall 
descend, and the descent shall thenceforth be traced from 
the person last entitled to the land, as if he had been the 
purchaser thereof.” By the next section this enactment 
is to be read as part of the Act of the 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 106, by which it is enacted (section 1) that “the 
expression ‘last entitled to land’ shall extend to the last 
person who had aright thereto, whether he did or did not 
obtain the possession or the receipt of the rents and 
profits thereof.” It is no longer the case, therefore, 
that descent shall never be traced from a person who has 
inherited; and the maternal relatives of an infant, 
taking lands by descent ex parte paternd, or his paternal 
relatives, in the case of lands descended ex parte maternd, 
may now inherit such lands, inasmuch as, failing the 
heirs of the ancestor, the purchaser from whom, upon 


| the infant’s death, descent should first be traced; the 


infant himself, being last entitled to the land, becomes 
the person from whom descent must be traced, and-all 
his relatives in turn can inherit. 

The effect of this alteration of the law of inheritance 
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seems therefore to be to destroy alingutee puintiealip 
in socage, it being essential to the title of a person 
claiming to be the guardian in socage of an infant, that 
hhe cannot possibly inherit his ward’s estate, for which 
the reason given is that there may be no temptation, 
Mor even suspicion of temptation, for him to abuse his 
itrust 





It is true the species of guardianship which we have 
been considering has become of less importance and 
general application since the statute of the 12 Car. 2, c. 
24, has given to a father the power to appoint by deed 
‘or will a guardian for his infant children, which is the 
second species of guardianship before mentioned, the 
-appointment of such a guardian being effectual against 
any person claiming as guardian in socage; and more 
-especially as the power, which the Court of Chancery now 
exercises, of appointing a guardian of an infant where 
there is no other guardian, and even, if sufficient reason 
appear, where there is a guardian in socage (assuming 
that such an offico can now exist), may be applied to 
remove much o! the injury and inconvenience, which 
might otherwise accrue, not only to an infant’s estate, 
‘but also to the tenants thereof, through the destruction 
of guardianship in socage. Still, if a father appoints no 
guardian of his infant children under the statute, ex- 
pense must be incurred in obtaining the appointment 
of a guardian by the Court; and this is not the greatest 
inconvenience to which the destruction of guardianship 
in sccage gives rise, because the friends of an infant, 
unaware of the necessity for obtaining the appointment 
by the Court of a guardian, may defer applying to the 
Court till after rents have become due, and tenants hold- 
ing under agreemcnts with the infant’s ancestor have 
removed, and, in the meantime, there will be no one 
who can legally distrain for the rents; or, on the other 
hand, people may become tenants, after the ancestor’s 
death, by agreement with an assumed guardian, and 
will, of course, be liable to ejectment at the suit of the 
infant by bis next friend, or of a guardian afterwards 
appointed by the Court. 

Other difficulties might be suggested, but it must be 
apparent that the subject we have discussed is not un- 
important, and, as yet, we believe, it is untouched by 
judicial decision. 








LEGAL NOTES FOR THE WEEK. 


(The notes of cases under this heading are supplied by the gentlemen 
who report for the Weekly Reporter in the several courts. } 





LORD CHANCELLOR. 
March 24, 
YATES v. JACK, 
Ancient Light. 

This was a bill seeking to restrain the erection of a 
building in Lower East Smithfieldin a manner to interfere 
with the ancient lights of the plaintiff. A decree had been 
made by Vice-Chancellor Wood, declaring that the plain- 


such an extent as would enable him to use the houses for 
the purposes of his business, and referring it to cham- 
bers to inquire whether any, and, if any, what alteration 
in the design for the defendant’s building was necessary 
or proper for the purpose of preventing interference with 
the rights of the plaintiff as thereinbefore declared, with 
an injunction in the meantime against proceeding with 
the building. 

The plaintiff appealed. 

Rolt, Q.C., and G. N. Colt, for the plaintiff, contended 
that the decree should have been for an injunction 
simpliciter, and particularly objected to the inquiry 
directed. 

G. M. Giffard, Q.C., and H. Smith, for the defendant, 
contended that the bill should have been dismissed. 

The LorD CHANCELLOR said that it was not enough to 
show that there would still be enough light for the purpose 





of the plaintiff's: slain. the Sitentees aie pel that 
the existing light would not be seriously interfered with, 
The evidence was, at present, to his mind, in favour 
of the plaintiff, The defendant must be restrained 
from obstructing any of the ancient lights pre- 
viously enjoyed by the plaintiff. There must be 
liberty to apply in chambers on the question whether 
any proposed building would be a violation of 
this injunction. His Lordship thought that there 
ought to be no declaration in the decree limiting the 
plaintiff's rights to so much light and air as was neces- 
sary for his business. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Church, Prior, §& Bigg. 

Solicitors for the defendant, Chauntlerd Crouch. 

April 12. 
Ex PARTE MARKS. RE MARKS. 

This was the further hearing of a petition already 
mentioned (ante p. 298). 

The parties were desirous that the Lord Chancellor 
should dispose of the question on the merits on the basis 
of his former judgment, instead of referring the question 
back to the Commissioner. The case turned entirely on 
the point whether the bankrupt had or not contracted a 
debt to a person named Marshall without any reasonable 
expectation of being able to pay therefor. 

It appeared that the bankrupt had been in the habit 
of obtaining goods from various persons without any 
possibility of payment therefor, except out of the pro- 
ceeds of a re-sale thereof; and that he had, in several in- 
stances, realised a profit in such re-sale, and had thereout 
paid his vendors for the goods. In the particular case of 
Marshall, however, there had been a loss on the transac- 
tion, and the bankrupt had been therefore unable to meet 
the demand. 

The Commissioner had, it will be recollected, suspended 
the discharge for a year, and sentenced the bankrupt to 
imprisonment. 

DeGex, Q.C, for the bankrupt, now urged that the 
opponents were bound to show that the bankrupt, at the 
time when he contracted this debt, could not have had any 
reasonable expectation of being able to pay. The bank- 
rupt had not been examined on the subject; had that 
opportunity been afforded he might have shown probable 
expectations of solvency at the date when the loan was 
contracted. 

Little, in support of the commissioner’s decision, re- 
ferred to Lx parte Barker, 12 W. R. 321. 

DeGex, Q.C., in reply. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that he would have been 
very glad to have found himself able to confirm 
the decision. In his opinion the bankrupt had acted 
very badly; but he could only act under the provisions of 
the statute. No misdemeanour had been established 
against the bankrupt, and therefore the Court could look 
only to the five cases specified in the 159th section of the 
Act. Of these the only one alleged to be applicable to 
the present case was the obtaining goods without a rea- 


| sonable expectation of being able to pay for the same. 
tiff was entitled to the free access of air and light to 


Under the former Acts the Court could look—and was 
bound in such cases to look—at the general conduct of 
this bankrupt; but it had been relieved of that duty by 
the Act of 1861, and confined to the specific cases therein 
mentioned. On the question of fact he did not think 
that the case was made out. The bankrupt had been 
very reckless in his dealings, but there was nothing to 
satisfy the Court that he did not suppose, at the time 
when he contracted this debt, that he would probably be 
able to pay it in the same way as he had done so many 
others, out of the proceeds of the re-sgle of the goods 
themselves. No doubt he knew that he could not then 
pay twenty shillings in the pound on his debts generally, 
but that was not enough to satisfy the statute; it must 
appear that he could not reasonably have expected to 
pay this particular debt. The certificate must, there- 
fore, go. 
De Geax asked for costa, 
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The Lorp CHANCELLOR.—You must have your costs 
of this appeal, and may take back your deposit; but I 
will make no order as to the costs in the court below. 
You have not asked for them in your petition, and I do 
not think that I should have given them to you if you 
had done so. 

EX PARTE MEE. RE MEE. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Mr. Commis- 
sioner Jemmett, refusing an order of discharge. It 
appeared that the bankrupt had incurred considerable 
liability as the maker of accomodation notes for his 
brother-in-law, Mr. Meller, which had been renewed from 
time, the last renewal being within three months of the 
bankruptcy. The bankrupt had, within the like period, 
charged some of his property with this liability, and 
this Act was relied upon as a misdemeanour under s. 
221 of the Act, and he was also opposed under s. 
159 as having incurred debts without any reasonable ex- 
pectation of being able to pay them. This turned on 
whether the liabilities on accommodation notes were or 
not debts within the meaning of the Act, for, if not, 
he was apparently solvent at the time when his debts 
were incurred. 

R. Horton Smith, for the bankrupt.—It was not the 
intention of the Legislature that the 159 and 221 sections 
should both be relied on at the same time: Re Mew and 
Therne. As to the alleged fraudulent incumbrance there 
was no evidence that the Act was voluntary on the 
part of the debtor, and this was necessary to constitute 
the offence: Johnson v. Fesenmeyer; Ex parte Williams, 
9 L. T. 358, Hae parte Page, 23 L. J. Bkey. 35. 

On the second point. These accommodation accept- 
ances were not debts till the accommodation payee made 
default. At the time of the bankruptcy it did not appear 
that anything would be due in respect of them, as it was 
not then known whether Meller’s estate was or not 
solvent. Under the trust deeds it had been held that a 
surety was not a creditor bound by the deed. In Ev 
partie Barker (ubi sup.) the debts were incurred by 
bills of exchange, which were regular trade instruments, 
and the holders would naturally take them without sus- 
picion or inquiry; here they were promissory notes, which 
were not so free from suspicion, and the holders ought to 
have inquired, and they would have learnt that they 
were accommodation notes. He referred to He parte 
Hammond, 3 W. R. 197; Ee parte Lawrence, 10 W. R. 
22. 

Little, in support of the decision of the Commissioner. 
—FEa parte Barker shows that the earlier cases are not 
now law. 

R. Horton Smith in reply. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR.—The proceedings under the 
old statute dealt with a totally different state of the law, 
and are therefore not in point. 

The only question is whether it is or not made out that 
this gentleman contracted debts without a reasonable ex- 
pectation of being able to pay them, and that turns, as is 
admitted, on the question whether these accommodation 
notes created a debt or not. 

Even if the matter were open I think I should have 
decided this point as Lord Westbury has done in Ev parte 
Barker, for it seems to me that if two persons choose to 
raise money by giving one another cross acceptances, 
without value received, this constitutes mutual debts 
within the meaning of the Act. But I hold that the 
point is concluded by Lord Westbury's judgment, and I 
should not choose to disturb that decision, even if I 
thought that had I been in Lord Westbury’s place I 
would have decided it differently. Nothing can be more 
injurious, or tend more to uncertainty in the law, than a 
readiness to disregard prior decisions. Lord Westbury 
thought it too plain to require argument, that if a man, 
when making himself a surety, knows that he has no 
means of paying the debt in case the principal debtor 
fails to do so, he has brought himself within this clause 
of the Bankrupt Act. I cannot distinguish this case 





from that before Lord Westbury. Dismiss the appeal 
with costs. 
Solicitor, Hunt. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
April 9. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner WINSLOW.) 
IN RE RICHARD Davis. 

Mr. Davis was an attorney of 21, Harp-lane, and of 26” 
Lorrimore-square, Kennington. He applied to the Court 
upon his own petition, his difficulties being attributable 
to liabilities incurred in connection with a public com- 
pany, and pressure of creditors. 

A statement of accounts returns unsecured creditors 
(chiefly for money lent), £709; creditors holding se- ° 
curity, £216; property in the hands of creditors, £30; 
leaving therefore a deficiency upon the figures of £895. 

C. A. Pullen (solicitor) appeared for Mr. Peyton Dash- 
wood, auctioneer, of 41, Eastcheap. / Kent (solicitor) 
represented the bankrupt. 

This was an adjourned meeting for examination and 
discharge. 

In the absence of opposition the bankrupt passed his 
examination and obtained his order of discharge. 

(Before Mr. Registrar MURRAY.) 
In RE H. M. Opy. 

Mr. Henry Morgan Ody (Ody & Adams) was an attorney 
carrying on business at 14, Trinity-street, Southwark. A 
meeting for proof of debts and for choice of assignees was 
now held. 

J. Hall (solicitor) appeared for the petitioning creditor 
(Mr. Hayward, wine and beer retailer), and J. Perry 
Godfrey (solicitor) for other creditors. 

The adjudication in this case having been obtained 
upon a creditor’s petition, no statement of debts and lia- 
bilities has been filed, but the amount is believed to be 
inconsiderable ; the assets are returned at £400 in the 
shape of book debts. Furniture of the value of £400 is 
in the hands of the trustees under the bankrupt’s marriage 
settlement. 

Several proofs having been tendered and admitted, the 
choice devolved upon Mr. Henry Swinburn, of Lambeth, 
a trade creditor. 

Protection was renewed until the sitting for examina- 
tion and discharge. 





CONSOLIDATED CHAMBER (IRELAND). 
(Before Mr. Justice O'BRIEN.) 

Mundell v. The Athenry Railway Company. — Wm. 
Harty, of counsel for plaintiff, moved for leave to demur to the 
pleas filed by the defendants, and also to file an equitable repli- 
cation. The action had been brought to recover the amount of 
three bonds—each for £1,000; the defence put forward was a 
set-off, the plaintiff having been a contractor for certain works 
which (the company alleged) had not been completed in time, 
and that thereby he had incurred penalties which they sought to 
set-off against the present demand. The grounds of demurrer 
were that a claim for unliquidated damages could not be set-off 
against a debt or liquidated sum. The equitable replication 
sought to be filed was to the effect that the London and City 
Bank were the assignees of the bonds sued on, and were the real 
plaintifis ; that before the plaintiff on record had incurred any 

nalties under his contract with the defendants, the assignment 

ad been made and duly registered, of all of which the defend- 
ants had notice. It was further alleged that no claim could 
arise as to penalties except under a certificate of the company’s 
engineer, and that no such certificate had been given. 

J. H. Monahan, contra.—The claim for set-otf was not in the 
nature of penalties, but of liquidated damages: Fletcher v. 
Dyke, 2'T. R. 32. The proposed equitable replication was bad : 
Wilson v. Gabriel, 11 W. R. 803. 

His Lordship said the questions of law were too serious to be 
decided on motion; he would give leave to demur and reply. 
Costs to be costs in the cause. 


Tue publishers of “ Ecce Homo "’ are stated to have sold three 
editions—in the whole, more than 5,000 copiesof that remarkable 
work—in a few weeks. Rumour speaks of Vice-Chancellor Page 
Wood as the author. 
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REVIEW. 


Principia Prima Legum ; or an Enunciation and Analysis 
of the Elementary Principles of Law in its several depart- 
ments. By Grorce Harris, F.S.A., Bartrister-at-Law. 
Part I. London: Stevens & Sons. 

We once received the advice from an experienced practi- 
tioner never to be too rapid in admitting our ignorance of 
any point whatsoever, either of law or equity. Clients do not 
make allowances for ignorance. We confess however that, 
though we have read a tolerably extensive course of meta- 
physics, and even dabbled slightly in the transcendental 

hilosophy, the present work is beyond our comprehension. 

r. Harris could, we think, have palmed it off, if he turned 
it into Greek, and put the references to modern authors in 
notes, as a work of one of the ante-Nicene fathers. The 
treatise, or essay shall we call it, is, however, calculated to 
please, although, we fear, not greatly to instruct, its 
readers, 

The science of abstract positive law is one which has 
never had any hold upon the English mind, which delights 
in definite concrete forms—hence our preference for ‘‘ case 





law”’—law ‘ aching by examples—over any attempt at an 
authoritativ. statement of abstract principles—and against 


this tenden., of the public mind the work before us 
decidedly sins. Moreover, the ‘‘ principia” themselves are 
rather “fragmenta jurisperitorum” than any attempt on the 
part of the author to “digest” and arrange the fundamental 
principles which underlie either positive law in general, or 
the municipal law of England. 

For example: title 1 of chapter 1 contains ten sections, each 
illustrative of some element of the term “‘law.” Wearied with 
his attempted exhaustion of the subject, however, Mr. Harris 
concludes with a repetition of Blackstone’s definition of law. 
Analogies appear to be the main staple of the work. Its 
direct purport is impalpable on an ordinary perusal. In 
title 19, likewise, on liberty, Mr. Harris sets out with a very 
good description of what liberty is, but, after numerous 

uotations, he finally falls into the arms of Blackstone. Mr. 
Harris's disquisition, in fact, supplies no want, and appears 
to relate too much to the unconditioned in jurisprudence 
to be of any practical use. He will probably, however, have 
many readers ; and to those who delight in puzzling them. 
selves in search of ‘The Absolute” we can recommend the 
work as interesting and suggestive. 


COURTS. 


CLERKENWELL POLICE COURT. 
April 6.—Mr. B. J. Abbott, solicitor, applied to Mr. 
D’Eyncourt to renew an order granted under the 21st section 





of the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, protecting the | 


earnings and property acquired since the desertion of the 
husband, against the husband and his creditors. The order 
was granted on the 15th of March last, and the Act directs 
that it should be registered in the county court of the dis- 
trict in which the wife resides within ten days of the date 
on which the order was granted. The tenth day following 
the 15th of March was a Sunday, and though the order was 
taken on the Monday, the registrar refused to register the 
order. Under these circumstances he had to apply either 
that a fresh order should be granted or the date of the old 
order altered. 

Mr. D’Eyscovrr thought that the judge ought to register 
the order.* 

Mr. Abbott said he did not think that the order would be 
good as against the husband's creditors, although it might 
be good as against the husband himself. 

Mr. D’Eyncovnyr thought that the words were only direc- 
tory. If the county court judge wonld not register the order, 
Mr. Abbott had better bring the female here and he would 
grant her a fresh order. 

Mr. Abbott thanked his worship and retired, saying that 
he would at once go to the county court. 





MIDDLESEX SESSIONS, 
April 6.—George Kosen, aliag Herbert, and William 
George Allen, a medical student, were indicted for con- 
spiring together to obtain by falee pretences, from Robert 


* We epprehend that it is a universal principle that when Sunda: 
is the lawt day for doing any act, it must be done on Saturday, J 





Baker, a cheque for £12 5s. and divers postage stamps, value 
5s., with intent to defraud. There were six other indict- 
ments against them. 

Mr. Poland prosecuted ; Mr. M. Williams appeared for 
Eosen, and Mr. Daly for Allen. 

This was the case in which the prisoners advertised in the 
papers that loans would be granted to any amount on 
personal security at five per cent. When applications were 
made to them, they asked for a remittance of a year's 
interest in advance, and at the same time sent a half-cheque 
for the amount to be lent. Upon receipt of this remittance 
the remaining half of the cheque was forwarded, but 
of course, on presentation at the bank, there were ‘no 
effects.” 

The particular case gone into was that of a Mr. Baker, 
a linendraper at Holford, in Lincolnshire. He applied 
fora loan of £500; was told that the request would be 
complied with, the ‘‘ committee” being satisfied with his 
references, and thereupon forwarded £12 10s. for interest, 
only to find out shortly afterwards that the whole trans. 
action was a swindle. 

These facts were established by the evidence of several 
witnesses; and the jury, without a moment’s hesitation, 
returned a verdict of Guilty against both the prisoners, 

A previous conviction was proved against Allen. 

Mr. Poland said he wished to bring under the notice of 
the Court that, throughout the whole of this case, no solici- 
tor had been employed in it, and great credit was due to the 
constable, who had alone presented it in such a complete 
yaanner to the Court. 

The prisoner Allen addressed the Court, and said it ap- 
peared to him that the object of public prosecutions was 
twofold ; one was to punish the offender for any offence he 
might have committed, and the other was to give a sufficient 
warning to the public, so that by their credulity they should 
not again be subject to similar frauds. Now, as there were 
a great number of warnings when this case was before the 
magistrate, from the frequent remands, which would be added 
to by the proceedings of that day, the caution to the public 
had been sufficiently answered, As regarded the other point, 
he had been six weeks in prison, and although the time 
might appear to be short, yet from the terrible suspense he 
had laboured under it had, indeed, been very long, and he 
deeply felt his punishment. He left his case in the hands of 
his Lordship, trusting that in meting out justice he would 
blend with it the noble attribute of mercy. 

The AssIsTANT-JUDGE said the address which the prisoner 
Allen had just made only the more impressed him with the 
belief of the dangerous character he was—in fact, he knew 
too much; and although the other prisoner had not been 
before convicted, he saw no reason why he should make 
any difference in their sentences. A more scandalous or a 
more ingenious mode of swindling he had never met with 
during a long experience, and the court would ill discharge 
its duty if it did not pass a heavy sentence, which was 
that they be each imprisoned and kept to hard labour for 
two years. 

The officer Manners was ordered to stand forward. 

The Assisrant-J upGE said—I and my brother magistrates 
quite concur in the opinion of the learned counsel, that the 
way in which you have conducted this case, and brought 
this matter before the court, is deserving the highest pos- 
sible credit, and the thanks of the public at large. I only 
regret that this is one of those cases in which I have no 
power to order you a reward, or I should have had great 
pleasure in granting one to you; and I can only say that you 
are a great friend and protector of the public. 





MANCHESTER BANKRUPTCY COURT, 
(Before Mr, Commissioner JEMMrrT.) 

April 11.—Cases for the Opinion of the Court,—His 
Honour said he wished to make an observation upon this 
class of cases which it appeared were likely to become 
fashionable. Such cases came under the 56th section of the 
Bankruptey Act of 1861, which said that ‘in any bank- 
ruptey or other proceeding within the jurigdiction of the 
Court, the parties concerned or submitting to such jurisdic- 
tion might at any stage of the proceedings, by consent, state 
any question or questions in a special case for the opinion of 
the Court.” That was very simple; all understood what 
that meant, He considered that special cases for this Court 
should be framed exactly in the same way as any special 
case for the Court of Queen’s Bench, the Lords Justices, or 
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any other superior tribunal. The facts must be stated, the 
contention explained, and the point submitted to the Court. 
That was what had been done in Pilling’s case, but in 
another case which had been submitted to him he was first 
asked whether the trustees of an assignment ought to ad- 
minister assets in a certain way; but the question went 
further, and asked ‘‘ or how otherwise.” In another question 
he was asked whether the signing of a composition deed 
affected a particular creditor's debt, and if sohow? That 
was the way to draw a case for counsel, and not for the Court. 
Under the section the point was to be specifically put before 
the Court for decision. He gave no advice as to what to do; 
he only decided what was in dispute. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


SumMARY PROcEDURE ON Britis oF ExcHANGE Act, 1858. 
Sir,—Your correspondent, ‘‘H. W.,” will find his inquiry 
satisfied by reference to Day’s Common Law Procedure Act, 
. 28. He is at liberty to indorse on the writ a claim for 
interest as in the other cases, no matter whether the bill 
specifies the rate of interest or not: vide Day’s C. L. P. Act, 
Pp. 28, 285, and the cases there referred to. N. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


GrorcE SHAW LEFEVRE, Esq., M.P. for Reading, of the 
Inner Temple and Home Circuit, to be Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty. Mr. Lefevre was called to the bar in Easter 
Term, 1856. 

JULIAN GoLpsmID, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn and the Oxford 
Circuit, has been returned as Member for Honiton, in the 
room of his late father. 

Mr. Witu1AmM WINTERBOTHAM, Solicitor, to be town 
Clerk of Tewkesbury. 

F. Luoyp, Esq., to be judge and session judge of Poona. 

C. F. H. SHaw, Esq., to be judge and session judge of 
Dharwar. 

K. P. Down, Esq., to be judge and session judge of Kullad- 
ee, 
° Hon. G. A. Hoparr to be judge and session judge of 
Khandeish. 
‘ = MELvI1t, Esq., to be registrar-general of assurances in 
ndia. 

F. D. Metviut, Esq., to be judicial assistant to the com- 

missioner in Scinde. 


N. M. W. Danrett, Esq., to be assistant judge and ses- | 


sion judge of Poona. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, April 12. 
County Courts BILL. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR moved the second reading of this 
bill, which had come up from the Commons.* The mea- 
sure would involve a saving of £34,000 a-year. 

The bill was read a second time. 

ATTORNEYS AND Souicrrors (IRELAND) BILL. 

Lord CHELMSFORD moved the second reading of this 
measure, the object of which is to assimilate the law re- 
lating to attorneys and solicitors in Ireland to that in this 
country. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR would offer no opposition to the 
second reading, but he might have occasion to suggest some 
amendments in committee. 

The Marquis of CLANRICARDE said that in Ireland a judge 
refused to listen to an attorney in chambers, and the result 
was that the cost of motions was three times as much as in 
England. 

he bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, April 9, 
THE SALARIES OF OFFICERS IN THE PropatE Court. 
Mr. Looks, Q.C., asked the Seeretary to the Treasury the 
reason of the delay ingiving effect to the suggestions made by 


* For tho provisions of this bill see 10 Sol, Jour. 405. 








the judge of the Court of Probate to the Lords of her Majesty’s 
Treasury for the future regulation of the salaries and emolu- 
ments of the clerks and officers in the principal registry. 

Mr. CHILDERS said the matter still remained under con- 


sideration. 
Tuesday, April 10. 
TENANT RicHT IN IRELAND. 

Mr. O’Berrne asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether he would fix a day for the introduction of the Bill 
for the Improvement of the Law of Landlord and Tenant in 
Ireland. 

Mr. C. Forrescve said he was not able to fix a day, but 
he was prepared on the part of the Government to say that 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill on a very early day 
after the second reading of the Reform Bill, 

Wednesday, April 11. 
THE New Courts oF JUSTICE. : 

In committee of supply 

Mr. B. Hore asked what steps had been taken with 
to the new courts of justice in consequence of the resolution 
of the House, adopted the other day, on the motion of his 
hon. friend the member for Whitehaven. 

Mr. Cowper said no steps had been taken yet, as the 
committee had not met; but they would meet soon, and in a 
few days he would be in a position to inform the House upon 
the subject. 

A vote of £600,000 for the purposes of these courts was 


then agreed to 
Thursday, April 12. 
CorRUPT PRACTICES AT ELECTIONS. 

Major Dickson asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he would be prepared, during the present session, to 
bring in a bill to amend the laws relating to corrupt prac- 
tices at elections, as a _ of the entire scheme for amending 
the representation of the people. 

The CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEquer.—I do not think 
that her Majesty’s Government will be in a position to con- 
sider with a the course which they may think it 
right to pursue with regard to corrupt practices at elections 
until after they have learned the results of all the inquiries 
before the election committees of this year ; and therefore I 
do not anticipate that, considering the ordinary duration of 
the session, it will be in our power to prosecute the sub- 
ject this year. At the same time I do not give an ab- 
solute negative, because the subject depends entirely upon 
time and circumstances. ' 





SCOTLAND. 


Ramiway Law. 

A question has just been decided in the Scottish Court of 
Session betwixt the North British Railway Company and 
the City Parish of Edinburgh. The point rai was 
whether the refreshment-rooms, book-stalls, and cab-stands 
at a railway station are liable to be assessed for poor-rates 
separately from the general undertaking of the railway- 


company. The Lord Ordinary (Kinloch) held that they 
were not, and the inspector of the poor having appealed, the 
case was argued before the Second Division. The judges of 


that Division being equally divided in opinion, they called 
in three judges from the other Division, and the case was 
re-argued. Judgment was given on Tuesday. In regard 
to the book-stalls and cab-stands, the Court were unanimous 
in adhering to the Lord Ordinary’s interlocutor; but in 
regard to the refreshment-rooms, the interlocutor was altered 
by a majority of four to three. 





Scots Law Socigty. 

A valedictory address, on ‘‘ legal education,” was delivered 
to this society in the Associated Societies’ Hall, University, 
on Monday evening last, by Mr. J. Campbell Irons, one of 
the presidents. In the course of his remarks, Mr. Irons 
showed the importance and necessity for the members of the 
legal profession being well-educated men, and for having a 
high standard of entrance examination to the various | 

odies, A vote of thanks was unanimously awarded to Mr, 
Irons for his address, 





ADMISSION ‘or ATrorNEYS.—There are 1 
plications for admission as atturneys during 
term, 
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IRELAND. 


CONSOLIDATED COURT. 

April 6.—Ffolliot v. The Dublin and Drogheda Railway 
Company.—This was an action brought to recover damages 
for injuries sustained by the plaintiff while travelling on the 
defendants’ railway. Mr. Fitzgibbon Q.C., applied for liberty 
to plead several defences: first, that the plaintiff, at the time 
of the alleged injury was travelling free of charge, whereby 
the defendants were not liable for damages ; secondly, that 
the plaintiff, at the time of the alleged grievance, was in a 
carriage of the defendants’ without their leave or authority ; 
and, thirdly, a plea of no negligence. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said the second plea would be quite 
consistent if the plaintiff were travelling in a first-class 
carriage on a second-class ticket, otherwise it would not. 

Mr. Fitzgibbon said the plaintiff was not in the carriage 
to the knowledge of the defendants. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said that he could not allow the 
plea without further authority. He would allow the first 
and the third pleas, but not the second. 

Mr. Fitzgibbon referred to Great Northern Railway Com- 
pany v. Harrison, 2 W. R. 626, in support of the second plea. 
The action in this case was against an English railway 

‘company, and the defendants were allowed to plead that 
at the time of the alleged grievance the plaintiff was un- 
lawfully in the carriage. He would alter the second plea 
as follows :—‘‘ That the plaintiff at the time of the commit- 
ing of the alleged grievance, was travelling on the defendants’ 
railway, in a carriage of the defendants, and was so travelling 
on the said railway, and in the said carriage, without leave 
and authority of the said defendants.” 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.—The first defence states that he 
was working by contract with you. What you put in issue 
was with reference to the particular carriage he was in. I 
will say nothing about the validity of the defence ; but, as 
you have authority for it, I will give you leave to plead it, 





ALLEGED ARSON. 

At the Commission of Oyer and Terminer, (Hughes, B., 
and Fitzgerald, J., presiding justices,) Thomas Cashen, a 
merchant tailor, was indicted for setting fire to his dwelling- 
house with intent to defraud the North British and Mercan- 
tile Insurance Company, and the West of England Insur- 
ance Company. The Crown was represented by Messrs. 
J. E. Walsh, Q.C., Heron, Q.C., and James Murphy; the 
prisoner was defended by Mr. Dowse, Q.C. 

It appeared that on the night of the 1st March the pri- 
soner, an hour or so before midnight, came to a policeman 
on duty in a street near the house in question, and stated 
that his house was on fire. The policeman found three fires 
in different parts of the shop. The fire brigade arrived and 
extinguished the fires without any difficulty. Paraffin oil 
and paper saturated with it were found in the shop, which 
was very we:l stocked with goods. The property was in- 
sured with one company for £250, and with the other for 
£450. The prisoner had attributed the fire to an escape of 
gas. For the defence it was proved that a child had spilled 
some paraffin oil during the day; that the stock was value 
for over £900, according to prisoner's books, though when 
sold as a salvage sale it did not produce more than £187 ; 
and that the prisoner had been upstairs for a considerable 
time on the premises before any alarm was given of the fire, 
which was discovered by another person. After a short de- 
liberation the jury acquitted the prisoner. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
LIABILITY OF RAILWAY CoMPANIES. 

An important question, interesting to railway travellers, 
has just been decided by the Civil Tribunal of Paris M. 
and Mme. Boisnard arrived at the terminus of the Orleans 
railway late one evening in June last to proceed to Amboise, 
and having with them carried a trunk. This was put by a 
porter of the company into the luggage room, but the owners 
not having yet taken their tickets were not allowed to ac- 
company it, and shortly after, when they proceeded to claim 
their property, it had disappeared. In the action now 
brought to recover the value of the lost article, the company 
denied its responsibility, as the plaintifis produced no proof 








that their trunk had been taken as they stated, and could 
not even identify the porter into whose charge they had 
given it; but the tribunal decided that luggage left at a rail- 
way station by a traveller must be assimilated to property 
in an hotel, and accordingly give a verdict for the amount 
claimed, and £4 damages for the inconvenience to which M. 
and Mme. Boisnard had been put. 





CoLONIAL GOVERNORS. 

The Council of State, deciding as a chamber on disputed 
cases, has just pronounced a judgment of much interest for 
the French colonies. The question was as to whether an 
appeal could be made from the decree of a governor to that 
chamber, The council has decided in the affirmative by 
annulling, as an excess of power, an ordinance of the governor 
of Martinique abrogating a decision of the council general of 
the colony, 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND eee ness LAW ASSOCIA. 


N. 
LocaL ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION.* 

It has long been a grievance complained of by suitors and 
practitioners in the Court of Admiralty, that the costs of its 
proceedings are so heavy, and the delays in obtaining a 
hearing (which must be in London) so great as to be tanta- 
mount in small cases to a denial of justice. 

The jurisdiction of the Court is extensive, and compre- 
hends causes of collision, salvage, pilotage, towage, and bot- 
tomry. It also exercises its powers over disputes concerning 
seamen’s wages, necessaries supplied to, or cash advanced 
for, the use of ships, and in matters relative to the owner- 
ship, possession, or employment of vessels, and it is obvious 
that if small cases of the above natures could be expedi- 
tiously tried by local courts at a trifling expense, a very great 
boon would be conferred upon the public. To remedy the 
grievance it has been suggested by the Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Law Society, ‘‘ that a limited jurisdiction in admiralty shall 
be given to the county courts, to extend to all cases where 
the debt or damages claimed shall not exceed fifty pounds, 
with a power of appeal in cases exceeding twenty pounds, 
and that the practice and pleadings of the High Court 
of Admiralty, whether in vem or otherwise, be applied to 
such cases.” This suggestion should, J conceive, meet 
entire concurrence, because the county courts, being local 
tribunals already established, their machinery could be 
readily applied to carrying out the new duties proposed to 
be imposed upon them, and, I may add, that if they can 
be trusted by the Legislature with an equitable jurisdiction, 
they may with equal propriety be entrusted with the pro- 
posed limited jurisdiction in mn + And inasmuch as 
the proposed Admiralty business would, in a great degree, 
concern sea-faring people and foreigners who require their 
causes to be heard and decided, not only at a moderate ex- 
pense, but also very promptly, and who now, in many cases, 
rather than brook any delay, forego their claims altogether, 
it would be requisite that in maritime places the Court 
should sit, at the least, one or two days in every week; and 
as in nautical and mercantile cases difficult questions of 
seamanship or custom often arise, the judge should have 
the power, either at his own option, or on the requirement 
of any party to a suit, to call in the assistance of practical 
persons to aid him with their opinions, in the same manner 
as Dr. Lushington is occasionally aided by brethren of the 
Trinity House, such persons being paid for their services, 
and the sums paid to them being made costs in the cause, 
By these means speedy justice would be done. A plaintiff 
would not run the risk of losing his claim owing to his costs 
of suit being equal to, if not beyond the value of, the vessel 
arrested, and a defendant unable to put in bail would in all 
gem receive some part of the proceeds of the sale of 

is vessel after payment of the plaintiff’s claim and costs. 

That some amendment of the practice of the law in mer- 
cantile cases is required, is evident from the fact that the 
Chambers of Commerce throughout the Kingdon have been 
directing their attention to the subject, and in the last session 
of Parliament, a bill, prepared principally from the sugges- 
tions of Mr. James Hall, a member of the Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne and Gateshead Chamber of Commerce, was introduced 

into the House of Commons by Mr. Denman and Mr. Clay. 
* A paper read betore the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Asso- 
ciation, by Mr. W. Daggett, of Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
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putes relating to merchant shipping,” and its preamble recited 
the expediency of improving and facilitating the trial of dis- 
putes relating to merchant shipping, and to authorise the es- 
tablishment of local courts in England and Wales for that pur- 

se. It then proposed to enact that the Act should be put 
in force within such existing county court districts as to 
her Majesty should seem fit, with a proviso that no Court 
should be established in any county court district contain- 
ing less than fifty thousand inhabitants, but that any such 
last mentioned district might be joined to any other exist- 
ing county court district, and such united district should 
form one district for the purposes of the Act. Each Court 
was to have and consist of a president, assessors, a clerk, a 
treasurer, a marshall and assistants, and an usher, The 
president being either an existing county court judge, a 
commissioner of bankruptcy, or a stipendiary magistrate ; 
and the assessors being chosen in certain numbers by the 
town council of the borough within or nearest to which 
the sittings of the court should be held, and being 
merchants, manufacturers, or shipowners, of at least seven 
years’ standing ; the assessors being bound to attend 
under pain of a fine, and not being entitled to any 
remuneration. By section 18 each court was to have 
within its district concurrent jurisdiction with the Court of 
Admiralty, with a power of appeal in cases exceeding £50; 
and each court was to have and exercise exclusively all the 
power of the county court in cases of freight, demurrage, and 
other mercantile matters. By section 30 the president and 
assessors were to state their opinions, and the president was 
to give judgment according to the opinions of the majority 
of the court, with a casting vote in his own favour in case 
the court should be equally divided; and by a subsequent 
section the courts were required to sit in such convenient 
places within the district and at such times as the president 
and assessors should appoint, of which due notice should be 
given at least twenty-four hours previously. 

The above are the distinguishing features of the Bill, the 
leading principle appearing to be to obtain a local tribunal 
whose decisions should be given (as indeed they ought to be) 
promptly. There are however two serious objections to the 
measure : first, it would create new courts each with a fresh 
staff of paid officials in all the large maritime towns of the 
kingdom, thus imposing a heavy additional burthen on the 
country ; and, secondly, it would enable a majority of the 
unpaid and lay assessors to overrule and literally set aside the 
judgment of the legal president, thereby establishing a 
multitude of diverse decisions according to the varying 
opinions of the assessors, and rendering uncertain that which 
ought always to be uniform and certain, namely, the law it- 
self.* On the other hand neither of these objections can be 
applied to the suggestions of the Newcastle Law Society, 
which would merely enlarge the jurisdiction of courts already 
general throughout the length and breadth of the land, and 
impose upon such of them as are held in maritime places, 
the duty of sitting more frequently, and giving their judges 
the benefit of calling in the aid of practical persons in cases 
where it should be considered necessary. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the last meeting of the society the secretary made his 
usual quarterly statement. It appeared that during the 
preceding quarter (9th January to 27th March), 12 meet- 
ings had been held, at which 8 legal and 3 juris- 
—— questions had been discussed. On the 6th 

arch a motion was made, ‘that the society should occa- 
sionally discuss questions of general and public interest,” 
which, after having occupied the whole of that evening, 
was rejected. 

Six members had been elected, 6 had resigned, and 2 
had ceased under the provisions of the 8th rule, and the 
name of one gentleman, who had long ceased to be a mem- 
ber, had been removed from the roll of members. The 
number of ordinary members had been thus reduced to 136. 

Mr. Pearce had resigned the office of reporter, and Mr. 
Warrington had been elected in his stead. 

The average number of members attending the meetings 
had been 26, the highest 34, and the lowest 18. The 
average length of the debates on the legal and jurispru- 

* Unless the votes of the assessors are conclusive sn matters 
of fact. including questions of seamanship, &c., their appointment is 
a farce. In collision cases, on the main question, ‘*‘ Who is to 
blame ? ” the judge of the Court of Admiralty is absolutely bound 
by the opinion of the Trinity Masters, should they agree with one 
another and differ from him.—Ep. S. J. 








dential questions was 1 hour and 58 minutes. The average 
number of speakers 10, and of voters 14, of which latter 12 
voted in person and 2 by the register of votes. 


At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday, 
the 10th inst., Mr. John Peachey, junior, in the chair, the 
question appointed for the evening, ‘‘Should the Govern- 
ment Reform Bill pass the second reading ?” was postponed 
till the following Tuesday, the discussion of a motion made 
by Mr. Hills, ‘‘That the second meeting to be held in the 
month of May next, bea public meeting, and be held, by 
permission of the council of the Incorporated Law Society, 
in the hall of that society, or elsewhere, as the committee 
shall think proper, and that all the arrangements for such 
meeting, as to selection of the president, the subject for 
discussion, the order to be observed at the meeting, and 
otherwise, be in the absolute discretion of the committee, 
with power to suspend for that occasion all or any of the 
rules of the society,” having occupied the whole of the even- 
ing. Mr. Hills motion was rejected by a large majovity. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY, 
At a meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall on the 11th inst. 


-(Mr. May in the chair), it was moved by Mr. Prideaux 


(by his deputy) ‘‘ That the employment of puffers at a sale 
by auction should not, either at law or equity, vitiate the 
sale.” Mr. Nethersole opposed. On the subject Thornett v. 
Haines, 15 M. & W. 367 ; Mortimer v. Bell, 14 W. R. 68 ; 
Howard v. Castle, 6 T. Ti. 642, and other important cases 
were cited in the course of the discussion. The subject was 
decided in the negative. 








OBITUARY. 


JAMES WATSON SHERIFF, Esa. 

This gentleman belonged to an old family (of English 
descent) in Antigua, W. I., where he inherited considerable 
property, to which he afterwards added. At an early period 
of his life Mr. Sheriff became, and acted for some time as, 
Deputy-Treasurer of Antigua. Resigning this post he came 
to England and studied for the bar here, to which he was 
called by the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple in 
Trinity Term (8th June), 1838. He did not, however, look 
for practice in England, but immediately after returned to 
Antigua, where he speedily became the recognised leader of 
the bar, and acquired a reputation by no means confined to 
his native Island. Mr. Sheriff was elected Speaker of the 
House of Assembly in 1845, and upon his retirement from 
the chair was voted a very complimentary address and a 
public donation of 200 guineas; he had been previously a 
distinguished member of the Assembly. 

In 1846 Mr. Sheriff was appointed Solicitor-General, and 
in 1848 he was advanced to the office of Attorney-General, 
in which offices he enjoyed the confidence of successive gov- 
ernors of the colony, who bore testimony to his zeal and 
ability in framing and passing a large number of most im- 
portant measures, of financial, legal, and other reforms, for 
which he several times reeeived the thanks of the Home 
Government. Upon the retirement of Sir Robert Horsford, 
C.B., Chief Justice of Antigua, in 1856, the greatest dis- 
appointment was felt both by the bar and the public, that 
in consequence of a rule then recently: introduced by the 
Colonial Office, Mr. Sheriff could not be appointed his sue- 
eessor ; we are informed, however, that judicial preferment 
in another colony was subsequently offered to, but declined 
by, him, and he shortly afterwards resigned the Attorney- 
Generalship and retired from the bar and the Legislature. 
The House of Assembly on the receipt of his resignation as 
a member paid the very high tribute to his public services 
of expressing their regret that the then state of the finances 
of the colony prevented them from passing a vote of a public 
grant to him. 

In 1860 Mr. Sheriff returned from this country to An- 
tigua, and became a Member of the Executive Council there, 
where he was also appointed Stipendiary Magistrate, and in 
1864 he accepted the office of President-Administrator of 
the government of Nevis, in the conduct of which he laboured 
with untiring assiduity, receiving the cordial thanks of the 
Legislature for the important beneficial measures for the 
judicial, financial, and general domestic, improvement of 
the colony inaugurated by him. 

Mr. Sheriff died on the {th ult., from the effects of a 


carriage accident. 
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Mr. Sheriff’s acquirements as a lawyer were of the first 
class : possessed of a highly cultivated mind, a command- 
ing presence, and a very pleasing voice, his talents and 
eloquence as a speaker were remarkable, and he brought 
the most indefatigable energy to bear on whatever he under- 
took, whether as a lawyer, a politician, or an administrator 
of public affairs; while his uniform urbanity of manner, 
and kindness of heart, won him universal respect and regard. 

There is but one general feeling of sorrow in Antigua 
and Nevis, that a career of so much usefulness should have 
been closed by an untimely death. 
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(L.C.) Dabbs v. Nugent (S.— 
Dec. 18) 
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& Yeovil Rail. Co. md 
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Seal v. Seal md 

Edmonds v. Read md 
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Warder v. Gunning md 
MacLachlin v. Lorde (Apl.30) 
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Morrill v. Withey md 
Brandon v. Brandon & eleven 
other causes fc 
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Graham v. Horn md 
Smith v. Gell md 
Barlow v. McMurray c wit 
Hurrell v. Tucker md 
Lloyd v. Jones md 
Richardson v. Bruff’ md 
Pedley v. Dodds md 
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Davenport v. Moss md 
Francis v. Watson fc & sum 
Crowther v. Bradney md 
Imperial Gas Light and Coke 
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Morgan v. Fuller without 
jury 

Williamson v. City Bank ¢ 

Jenkins v. Williams md 

Hoare v. Marquis of Ayless 
bury md 

Hudson vy. Bennett md 
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and South Devon Rail. 
Co. ¢ 

Davies v. Davies fe 

Dennison v. Curtis ¢ 

Morgan v. Fuller c. ev 

Simpson v. Beales md 

Childers v. Eardley md 

Penn v. Jack m d, wits 
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Major v. Park Lane Co. (Li- 
mited) md 

Atwool v. Merryweather c 

Pietroni v. Transatlantic Co. ¢ 

Steward v. Jones c¢ 

Bell v. Nevin spe 

Mustoe v. Great Eastern Rail. 
Co. md 

Simpson v. Tarrach ¢ 

Slee v. International Bank 
(Limited) md 

Morgan v. Price md 

Baines vy. Ibbetson spe 

Dewar v. Maitland md 

Moore, M‘Queen, & Co. (Lix 
mited) v. Dicks e 

Lucas v. Wt London Wharves 
and Warehouses Co. md 

Henderson y. West London 
Wharves & Warehouses Co. 
md 

Owen v. Davies fe 

Warwick v. Newton md 

Wells v. Motley ec 

Jackson y. Bognor Rail. Co. 
md 

Penn v. Bibby 
(April 23) 

Penn v. Fernie md 

Cook v. Spencer md 

Platt v. Walter ¢ 

Hanson v. Hardwicke fe 

Chamberlaine v. Orred ¢ 

Row v. Row fe 

Robertshaw v. Bray md 

Brooks y. Ponting md 

Harbin y. Masterman md 

Levy v. Moss fe 

Rhys v. Williams md 

Dudney v. Hall md 

Osborn vy. Pilbeam ec 

Grant v. Bridger fe 

Robson vy. Tiplady md 

Maule v. Beales md 

Gilbert v. Charing Cross Rail. 
Co. fe 

Betts v. Rimmel md 

Briggs v. Gregg 

Denny v. Denny md 

Lord Carington v. Wycombe 
Rail. Co. md 

Penn vy. Jack without jury 
(April 23) 

Penn v. Bibby without jury 

Penn y. Fernie without 
jury 

Ilderton vy. Marshall ¢ 

Fleming v. Fleming sp ¢ 

Metropoliton Board of Works 
v. Pneumatic Despatch Co. 
(Limited) md 
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(Limited md 

Hallett vy, Farley ma 
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m d wits 
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South Eastern Rail. Co. v. Devereux v. Devereux md 
London Brighton & South Whittaker vy. Fox md 
Coast Railway c Browne v. Hunter c 

Smith v. Barnes md Williams v. Rhys md 

Wilson v. Grey c French vy. Ogilvie md 

Harrison v. Symons fe Jenkins v. Jenkins fe 

Swansea Harbour Trustees v. Joscelyne v. Bruty fe 
Swansea Dock Co. fe Rose v. Scott md 

Baskett v. Skeel fe Francis v. Morris fc 

Ashwell v. Gt. Eastern Rail. Viscountess Gort v. Clark ¢ 
Co. md White v. Parker c 

Feilden v. Mayor, &c., of Temlettv. Chard md 
Blackburn md Hunt v. Sidney md 





COURT OF PROBATE 


AND 
COURT ror DIVORCE anp MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 
Sittings in and after Easter Term, 1866. 
Court oF PROBATE. 
For Causes without Juries. 

Wednesday ......... Agest'18 | Friday <.........5.0005 April 20 
Thursday ............ »» 19) Gatieday.2.5...:..:.. | 
Fou. Court ror Divorce AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 
Thursday, April 26. 


Court For Divorce AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 


Without Juries, 
Wednesday........... April 25 | Thursday ............... May 3 
a ps oest Pe ees eee pukegnaebis » & 
Saturday «.:.......+0,.. op 28 | Saturday .....000cc000 < 
Wednesday............ May 2 


The judge will sit in chambers to hear summonses at 11 
o'clock, and in court to hear motions at 12 o’clock on Tues- 
day, April 17th, and on every succeeding Tuesday till Tues- 
day, May 8th, inclusive. 

The papers for the motions must be left with the clerk of 
the papers before two o'clock on the preceding Thursday. 





StTaMPs ON ForeicN Recerpts.—The following correspon- 
dence relates to foreign acknowledgments of English remitt- 
ances. The reply of the Government is not distinct. It admits 
that a receipt stamp is not necessary in such cases, and then 
goes on to say that a stamp to these acknowledgments may be 
obtained at the Inland Revenue Office within a given time, 
after which it can be procured only on payment of a penalty. 
Ifa stamp be not required, this last information is calculated 
merely to perplex the inquirer, and if the contrary be the case 
the fact ought to be a made known. In any event, it 
would be preposterous to inflict upon the trading community 
the task of producing at Somerset House each foreign acknow- 
ledgement of money in order that a penny duty may be paid 
tudon it. A loss of time and labour to the amount of two or three 
shillings would thus be involved to bring a penny gain to the 


Revenue :— 
69, Fleet-street, March 26. 

* Sir,—May I request the favour of a reply to the following 
question: — 

“T order goods from my agent in Paris. I remit cheques in 
payment. Sould his acknowledgment bear a receipt stamp ? 

* The transactions originating in this country, it strikes me 
that, in case of litigation, the absence of a stamp might prove 
fatal. “T have the honour to remain yours, &c., 

“ P, E. CHappuls. 

“ The Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone.” 

“Inland Revenue, Somerset House, April 4. 

“ Sir,—The Board of Inland Revenue have had referred to 
them your letter of the 26th ult., addressed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in reference to the liability to stamp duty in the 
case of an acknowledgment, sent from abroad, of the receipt of 
your cheque drawn in this country. 

“In reply, I am directed by the Board to state that such an 
cikquttalguiant is not required to be given upon a stamp; but 
if produced at this office within two months from the date of its 
receipt in this country, the same will be stamped upon payment 
of the duty. 

“ After the two months it could only be stamped upon pay- 
ment of a penalty. 

“T am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
“Mr. P. E. Chappuis. “J. SARGENT.” 


Tue Errect oy Excitement.—Last week it was stated that 
@ lady named Curry, residing at Freshwater, in the Isle of 
Wight, near the Poet Laureate, had celebrated her one-hun- 
dredth birthday. Mrs. Curry died four days afterwards. The 
excitement arising from the number of friends who visited her 


PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, April 12, 1866. 
{From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent. Consols, 863 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, May 9, 864 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 844 Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 2 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 844 Ditto, £500, Do, — dis 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 — Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. 8 dis 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 673 Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 — Ct. (last half-year) 247 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, — 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


India Stock, 104p Ct. Apr.’74 211 ) Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan. 72 1013 
Ditto for Account, 210 Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 107 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70, 102 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64 — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 954 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 6 1014 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 874 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 15 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 

























Shares. Railways. Paid. | Closing Prices, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......csccesseessseeeeeseeees 100 92 
Stock | Caledonian 100 128 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western . 100 117 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . 100 403 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 .,,...0 100 7 
Stock | Great Northern 100 122 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 138 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 92 
Stock | Great Western— Original ..........00:.-eeee0 100 584 







Stock Do., West Midland—Ox: 
Stock Do., do.— Newport 
Stock Do., do.—Hereford 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorks! 
































Stock | London and Blackwall .... 100 88 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast......] 100 93 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover....... .| 100 31 
Stock | London and North-Western....... .| 100 121 
Stock | London and South-Western .... .| 100 93 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... 100 64 
Stock | Metropolitan .| 100 1333 
10 Do., New... jaeenvies £4:10 3 pm 
Stock | Midland ......... 100 123} 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby  .........+6 100 94 
Stock | North British s...cscscssccsssecessesserecsssees 100 584 
Stock | North London veone 100 124 
10 TD0., 1BB4 esccorperorcosccccesccenecscovcseserccsces 5 7 
Stock | North Staffordshire............::sssesssssesseees 100 76 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 152 
Stock | South Devon......... evbnonsecvescoveedealevensbed 100 51 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 744 
BROS | TUE VORB. crccccccoscccsosesccsccssoscscosssecessonces 100 143 
10 Do.,C ... 3 34 pm 
Stock | Vale Of Neath .....ccccccosrcosccccscssrecceeccscee 100 103 
Stock | West Cornwall 5 100 53 














* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Monzy MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The bank directors separated on Thursday without making 
any change in the rate of discount; indeed, none was ex . 
The reserve of notes, under the action of the payment of divi- 
dends, shows a slight increase; but the total of bullion exhibits 
a decrease. It is not likely that there will be any speedy altera- 
tion of the present bank rate of discount of 6 per cent. 

Opinions are divided as to the effect which the German com- 
motion, if it ripens into “flagrant’’ war, will have upon trade 
and the rate of discount. Some consider that the rate of dis- 
count must be thereby lowered, inasmuch as the war will pro 
tanto prevent the extension of our trade with the continent, and 
thereby so far diminish the demand for capital; while, on the 
other hand, it is supposed that our supplies of cash will be largely 
increased by remittances from Germany, sent hither for safe 
security. Our own opinion is that a German war will raise 
the rate of discount, notwithstanding that it will have the 
effects mentioned. War has always had that effect, and will al- 
ways have it. The belligerent powers will want loans, besides 
large stocks of arms, ammunition, and commissariat supplies. 
Everything portends the permanence of the existing rate of dis- 
count if not its increase. 

The demand for money at the bank, however, has been 
moderate; and the same being the state in the open market, 
though the rates have been sustained, the lowest terms were 
5% to 6}. The dullness of the cotton market at Liverpool, and 
the scarcity of transactions in Mincing-lane, have checked the 
demand for discount accommodation ; while the supply of mercan- 
tile paper generally is not as good as it was. e joint-stock 
banks worked their advances at 6% per cent. At the Stock Ex- 
change the rate for money throughout Thursday was 3 to 4 94 
cent., with a brisk demand. The next account day is the 2/th 
inst., and the rate for short loans is from 64 to 7} per cent. 





to pay their respects is said to have hastened her death. 


Suspensions continue to occur in the markets for foreign 
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stocks and miscellaneous shares. One individual was “de- 
clared ’’ on Thursday for £16,000; and he is expected to have 
a me to day. Accordingly quotations of securities 
cone y are unsettled, and a further decline of prices has taken 


ace. 

. The Stock Exchange Committee have appointed a special 
settling in the shares of the following companies :—Frederick 
Symons & Company (Limited); Metropolitan Railway Ware- 
housing Companny (Limited); Worcester Coffee Company 
(Limited) ; Luckimpore Tea Company of Assam (Limited) ; and 
the Pesterina Gold Company (Limited). 

Turkish securities fluctuated much, but finally maintained 
their strength ; Greek 5 per cents. for the account, and Mexicans 
were steady. Spanish securities are fluctuating. Finance and 
credit shares are still experiencing the bad effects of the failure 
of the. Joint-Stock Discount Company ; for the French Bourse 
there has been a general drop of 1 per cent. 

English securities are heavy ; so also are foreign bonds, and 
the English and Colonial railway markets ; and few transactions 
are done on joint-stock bank shares. 








University Epucation tn IrRELAND.—<A copy of a letter 
dated March 26, from the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, on the subject of 
university education in Ireland, was issued on Tuesday. After 
stating the position in which the question stands at present, and 
the view which the Government took when the matter was 
brought before the House of Commons last year, the letter goes 
on to say that the Government had thought it necessary to take 
the joint opinion of the law officers of the Crown for England and 
Ireland on the question whether the proposed changes in the 
Queen’s University could be effected with the consent of the 
existing corporation, and if so, by whom and in what form such 
consent could be given. ‘They were also asked in what other 
way, if any, the proposed change in the power and constitution 
of the university could be legally effected. 

In the opinion of the law officers it was undoubtedly in the 
power of her Majesty, by a supplemental charter, to enable the 
Queen’s University to grant degrees to persons who had not re- 
ceived any part of their education as students in any of the 
colleges of the university, and a surrender of the present charter 
would not be necessary if the object in view could be sufficiently 
attained by granting such degrees only, without giving to this 
class of graduates the status of members of convocation, or in- 
troducing them into the corporation of the university ; but they 
were of opinion that for the purpose of effecting any internal 
regulations of the university a valid revocation or surrender of 
the existing charter would be indispensable ; and upon a careful 
examination of the case they were of opinion that the powers, 
both of the chancellor and senate, and of the convocation, 
were too limited to enable either or both of these bodies to make 
~ valid surrender. 

he Government, therefore, propose to submit a bill to Parlia- 
ment, with a view to remove the obstacles which at present pre- 
vent the accomplishment of the object they have in view. 


CoMMUNICATION IN Ratiway TRAINS.—We understand that 
it is the intention of Government to submit to a special com- 
mittee the question of communication between passengers 
and the drivers and guards of railway trains. The Railway 
Clearing-house Committee have had under consideration many 
plans for effecting the desired object ; but now that Government 
1s to move in the matter, the committee are to take no further 
steps in the meantime, and, as they have not specially recom- 
mended any system of communication, the question is left quite 
open.— Scotsman. 


Strravss v. Francis.—The plaintiff in this case (which, as 
our readers will recollect, involved an important question of the 
rivileges of iy nian | has addressed to the Daily News a 
etter which that journal has declined to publish, stating that Mr. 
Serjeant Ballantine surrendered his case without the knowledge 
or consent of his client, and in his absence from court, and ask- 
ing the public to suspend its judgment until he can take steps to 
set aside the recent decleita 


Mr. Justice Hargreave, of the Irish Landed Estates Court, is 
seriously unwell. 


Tur Recorpersuip or PortsMoutTH.—We have already 
stated that Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., and M.P. for Exeter, has re- 
signed his appointment as Recorder for the borough of Ports- 
mouth. ‘The vacancy has been filled up by the promotion of G, 
Poulden, Ksq., of the Inner Temple, who tor several years past 
has had considerable practice on the Western circuit, and espe- 
cially at the quarter sessions for that borough. Mr. Poulden 
was called to the bar in the sittings after Hilary Term, 1830. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
April 6.—By Messrs. Patcr & Crarx. 
Leasehold, 2 houses, warehouse, stabling, and premises, being Nos. 
34 and 40, St, Paul-street, New North-road, Islington, let on lease 





at £125 per annum; term, 61 years unexpired, at £54 12s. per 
annum—Sold for £1,300. 
April 9.—By Mr. H. Sownon. 

Freehold, stabling and coach-houses, being No. 9, Rose and Crown- 
yard, King-street, St. James’s-square, let on lease at £63 perannum 
—Sold for £1,510. 

By Messrs. Jamzs & Kersuaw. 

Freehold, 2 residences, being Nos. 1 and 2, Montpelier-road, Rye- 

lane, Peckham, producing £64 per annum—Sold for £870. 
April 10.—By Messrs. Caupgp & Lucky. 

Leasehold, 9 houses, being Nos. 2to 10, Hamilton-place, Victoria- 
grove, Stoke Newington-road, producing £210 12s. per annum; 
term, 46 years from 1864, at £13 per annum—Sold for £1,335. 

April 11.—By Messrs. Fargsrotuer, CLarx, & Co. 

Freehold 3a 3r 13p of land, situate at Sutton, Surrey—Sold for £1200, 

Freehold 3a 3r 34p of land, situate as above—Sold for £1,200. 

Freehold 23a 2r 3p of land, situate as above—So ld for £2,975. 

Freehold 30a Or 15p of land, situate as above—Sold for £4,000. 

Freehold 27a 3r 14p of land, situate as above—Sold for £2,970. 

Freehold ground rent of £12 10s. per annum, issuing out of a residence 
known as Avon Honase, and lands situate in Benhill-steet, Sutton 
—Sold for £295. 

April 12.—By Messrs. C. C. & T. Moors. 

Leasehold, 3 houses, being Nos.9 to 11, Burdett-road, Mile-end Old- 
town, producing £71 10s. per annum; term, 98 years from 1864, at 
£10 103. per annum—Sold for £570. 

Freehold ground-rent of £10 per annum, with reversion to two 
freehold houses and shops, being Nos. 11 and 12, Anchor and Hope- 
alley, High-street, Wapping, let on lease for 11 years unexpired, 
and producing £57 per annum—Sold for £340. 

Leasehold house, being No. 1, Lansdown-terrace, Grove-road, 
Bethnal-green; term, 7! years from 1865,at £5 per annum—So 
for £305. 

Ground-rent of £6 10s. per annum, with reversion in 5 years toa 
freehold residence, being No. 2, Albion-terrace, White Horse-lane, 
Stepney—Sold for £26”. 

Leasehold house, being No. 394, New Coburn-road, Old Ford; term, 
90 years unexpired, at £4 per annum-—Sold for £245. 

Leasehold house, being No. 38. Queen-street, Stepney; term, 47§ 
years unexpired, at £3 per annum—Sold for £240. : 

Leasehold house, being No 8, Davenport-street, Commercial-road 
East, let at £22 per annum; term, 47 years unexpired at £4 per 
annum—Sold for £220. 

Leasehold house being No. 24, Thomas-street, Upper North-street, 
Poplar, let at £24 perannum; term, 82 years unexpired at £3 per 
annum—Sold for £200. 

Freehold house, being No. 47, Ropemaker’s-fields, Three-colt-street, 
Limehouse, producing £22 2s. per annum— Sold for £190. 

Freehold ground rent of £6 per annum, secured upon 2 houses, 
being Nos. 1 & 2, Melbourne-cottages, Wellington-road, Forest- gate 
—Sold for £130. . ~ 

Beneficial lease of 2 business premises. being Nos. 6 & 7, Limekiln- 
hill, Limehouse, term 23 years unexpired at £45 per annum—Sold 


for £100. 
AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
April 10 —By Messrs. Futter & Horskty. 2 
Leasehold, ship building yard on the Thames, Milwal!, together with 
the machinery, tools and fixtures; term, 60 years from 1862, at 
£370 per annum—Sold for £9,900. 
Freehold property, known as Durham House, situate in the Hackney- 
road, occupying an area of 16,300 square feet—Sold for £5,300. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

GRAIN— On April 3, at Montrose-villas, Dalston, the wife of F.Grain, 
Esq., Solicitor, Cambridge, of a daughter. ; 
GULLY—On April 9,at Liverpool, the wife of W. R. Gully, Esq., Barris- 

ter-at-Law, of a daughter. : 

HALL—On March 29, at Kensington-gardens-square, the wife of 
W. C. Hall, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MAYO—On April 8, the wife of C. T. Mayo, Esq., Solicitor, Corsham, 
Wilts, of twin sons, 

RODHAM—On March 28, at New Chureh-road, Camberwell, the wife 
of W. W. Rodham, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

ASHER—HORSEY—On April 5, at Offord-road Chapel, N., John W., 
son of the late Allan Asher, Esq., New Orleans, United States. to 
Kezia S, daughter of G. Horsey, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Symond’s- 
inn, Chancery-lane. 

AYRE—THORNEY—On April 3, at St. Stephen’s, Hull, H. Harriman, 
son ofthe late W. Ayre, Esq., Solicitor, to Clara, daughter of the 
late J. Thorney, Es Olicitor, 

BEHREND—DEWHURST—On April 4, at St. Martin’s-on-the-Hill, 
Scarborough, S. H. Behrend, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Lincoln’s-inn, 
to Hettie W., daughter of the late J. Dewhurst, Esq., Springhead, 
North Durham. 

BOWEN—NUGENT—0n April 5, at St. Giles’s, Camberwell, Arthur J., 
son of His Honour H. T. Bowen, Esq., First Puisne Judge of the 
Island of Trinidad, to Selina M., daughter of E. T. Nugent, Esq., 
East Dulwich. 

BROWNE—FRANKS--On April 5, at St. Mary’s, Bryanston-square, 
T. L. M. Browne, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Isabella J,, daughter of 
the late Captain F, Franks, R.N. 

DICK—LAURIE—On April 10, at the National Seotch Church, Re- 
gent’s-square T. Dick, Esq., Commissioner of Customs in the 
Chinese Service, to Margaret, daughter of W. F, H. Laurie, Esq., 
W.S , Edinburgh. 

DODD—HAFFENDEN --On April 4 at the Parish Church, Hanwell, 
Middlesex, J. T. Dodd, Esq., Solicitor, Wallingford, Berks, to 
Octavia, daughter of T. Haffenden, Esq., Hanwell. 

DUNCAN--THOMSON—On April 4, at Mains Tillicoultry, J. Duncan, 
9 M.D.,, Edinburgh, to Jemima, daughter of A. Thomson, Esq., 
W.S., Mains Tillicoultry. 
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FRASER—LOVELL—On April 4,at St. Mary’s, Islington, J. Fraser, 
Esq., of Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, son of the late G. 
Fraser, Esq:, Lincoln’s-inn, to Maria E., daughter of C. H. Lovell, 
Esq., Solicitor, Milner-square, Islington. 

WAYES—WHITFIELD—0n April 5, at St. Peter’s, Pudleston, near 
Leominster, Herefordshire, W. H. Hayes, Esq., Larch Hill, Santry, 
Dublin, son of the Hon. E. Hayes, Esq., Third Justice of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, Ireland, to Charlotte, daughter of 
R. G. Whitfield, Esq., Manor House, Newington, Surrey. 

HOYES—LEBURN—On March 28, at George-square, Edinburgh, 
Capt. J. Hoyes, R.A., son of M. A. Hoyes, of Bitterne-grove, near 
Southampton, to Rachel A., daughter of Mr. T. Lebura, of the 
Supreme Courts of Scotland. 

JOHNSON—LA MUTHE—On April 3, at the Parish Church, Manghold, 
Isle of Man, W. Johnson, Esq., Richmond, Surrey, to Catherine R., 
daughter of the late F. D. La Mothe, Esq., Isle of Man. 

LOWNDES—WITHERS—On April 5, at St. Andrews, Enfield, Robert 
Baxter, youngest son of the late M. D. Lowndes, Esq., to Maria 
ae, only daughter of Joseph Withers, Esq., of Forty Hill, 

ennheida. 

MONCRIEFF—CUNYNGHAM -On April3, at St. Peter’s, Edinburgh, 
H. J. Moncrieff, Esq., B.A., LL.B., son of the Right Hon. J. Mon- 
crieff, Lord 2 cate of Scotland, to Susan W., daughter of Sir 
W.H. OD. Cunyngham, Vart., Prestonfield, Midlothian, N.B. 

MOODIE—RUSSELL—On Feb. 16, at the Church of Holy Trinity, 
Brooklyn, New York, Donald, son of J W. D. Moodie, Esq., Belle- 
ville, Canada West. to Julia, daughter of R. Russell, Esq., Registrar 
in Chancery of the Island of Jamaica. 












MUR (ARSHAL!.—On Feb. 16, at Barrackpore. Lient. H. H. 
Murray, 2 A.,to Fi->ces I.,daughter of the late H. P. Marshall, 
Esq.. Solicitor, Calc:. a 


Sq \ 

PUGH—CLEAR—On 3i rch 29, at St. Bartholomew’s, St. Pancras, 
London, Mr. R. B. Pah, of Watford, Herts. Solicitor, to Sarah A., 
eldest danghter of the late Mr. H. Clear, of Meldreth, Cambs, 

SNAGG—MURGAN—On April 10, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 

. Snagg, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Middle Temple, to Maria F., 
of FE. J. Morgan, Esq., St. Pe 





















VOULES—CULVIN —On April 5, at Ss. Bayswater, WJ. 
Vonles, Esq., 64th Regiment 10 J Voules. Usq., } 
Barrister-at-Law, to Mary, daughte lexander Ceivin, 


DEATHS. 

HUTCHINSON—On March 30, at Gloncester-street. Bloomsbury, 
Harriett M, Hutchinson, wife of W. Hutchinson, Esq., Solicitor, 
aged 78 vears. 

MARRIOTT—On March 31, at Nice, A. J 
Marriott, Esq., late of Launceston, Tasma: 
aged 44. 

NEISH—On April 4, at Church-road, Stoke Newington, G. S. Neish, 
Esq., Solicitor, Dundee. 

SHEKIFF—On March 9, at Nevis, West Indies, J. W. Sheriff, Esq., 
President Administrator of that Island. 

TROUCHE—On Feb. 27, at Port Louis, Mauritius, R. W. Trouche, Esq. 
Barrister, Inner Temp! 1 23 : 

WELLS—On 4 


at 
Solicitor, Town Clerk of H 


son of the late G. W. 
a, Barrister-at-Law, 


























23. 
ill, Margaret, wife of Robert Wells, Esq., 


all. 








UNCLAIMZD STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 
The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will t 

ransferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appeui 

within Three Months: — 
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LONLON GAZETTES. 
é@inding- up of Joint Stork Compantes. 


Furpay, April 6, 1646, 
Limiten 1% CHaxcery, 





%. Cuthbert Lead Smelting Coropany (Limited).--T 
Keiiet r lated Feb 22. appointed Sami ; 
ALT Sa Cre f ‘ d, before 
wines and a s particulars of 
br y eppoirnted for 
fupon t 
Tuvanay, Avril 190, 144. 


LimityD 1m Citamceny, 
beak of Turkey (Limited).—Vetition for winding up, presented April 
6,16 be heard before Vice-Chanecdior Wood on Aprilzi. Bailey, 
6, Token houee-s ard, vvlicitor for the petitioner. 
Imperial Ageney Company (lAmited).— Petition for winding up, pre- 





sented April 9, to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Wood on April 
21. Ryan, 10, Lincoln’s-inu-fields, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Northfield Iron and Steel Company (Limted).—Petition for winding 
up, presented March 22, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on April 21. Mackenzie & Co, 77, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Patent Bread Machinery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented March 17, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on April2l. Johnson, 10, Clifford’s-inn, Fleet-st, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Era Assurance Society.—It is peremptorily ordered that a call of 
£1 15s, per share be made on all the contributories of this society ; 
and that each contributory do, on or before May 1, pay to Henry 
Croysdill, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, the balance (if any) which will 
be due from him after debiting his accounts in the society’s book 
with such call. 


Tredttors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, April 6, 1866. 
Finlay, Jas, Norton, Durham, Gent. April 24. Chamberlaine » 
Manners, V. C. Kindersiey. 
Tvespay, April 10, 1865. 
Whitley, Jas, Almondbury, York, Coal Merchant. May 1. Whitley » 
Whitley, V. C. Stuart, 
Lreditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripar, April 6, 1866. 
rown, Thos, Stickney, Lincoln, Yeoman. May 30. Staniland & 
Wigelsworth, Boston. 7 
Clark, Eliza, Hounslow, Middx, Widow. May 1t. Williams, Wal- 
brook-buiidings. ‘ 
Cottam, John, boston, Lincoln, General Dealer. May 30, Staniland 
¢ Wigelsworth, Boston. 
, Edwd, Wolston, Warwick, Farmer. May 2. Minster & Son, 
Coventry. 
Goodman, John, jan, Geelong, Victoria, Gent. May 1. Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Hodgkinson, John, Northwingticld, Derby, Yeoman. May 28, Hop- 
kinson, Chestertield. 
Lucas, Wm Owen, Taunton-pl, Regent’s-park. May 17, Lucas, Gray’s- 
inn-sq. 
Pinches, Wm, Ealing, Middx, Esq. May 30. Gregson, Angel-ct, 
rogmorton-st. ae 
nd, Sarah Ann, Blenheim-rd, St John’s-wood, May 30, Riving- 
ton, kenchurch-buiidings. F 
Thompson, Simpson, Scarborough, York, Builder. May 5. Moody & 
Co, Scarborough. 
Thompson, Thos, Huntingdon, Butcher. May 8. Hunnybun, Hun- 
tingdon. 
Young, John, Scarborough, York, Hotel Keeper. May 4. Donner & 




















Co, scarborough. 
| Tvuxspay, April 10, 1865. 
| Armett, Thos Boulton, Cheadle, Stafford, Tailor. May 5. Thacker, 
} 1eadle. 
Beaty, Wm Hy Fz 
& Eley, New Broad-st. 
| Collins, Richd, Wells, Somerset, Maltster. May 7. Hobbs & Seal, 
; Wells. 
Foster, Jas Pershouse, Birm, Metal Dealer, July 4. Simeox, Birm. 
y Anue, Woolmer-cottages, Hammersmith, Spinster, 
e6. Scarborough, Bloomsbury sq. 
Thos, Kingstonu-npon-Hull, Grocer. June 9. Shackles & 





andall, Farnham, Surrey, Solicitor. May 2l. Dean 

















sirks, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Giles, Rev Wm, Netheriegh House, nr Chester. May 5. Tinchett & 


Co, Chester 





ME 





dwick, John, Hammersmith, Middx, Licensed Victualler. May 9. 

duey & Son, Fiusbury-circus. 

s, Aun, We Widow. May 7. Hobbs & Seal, Wells. 

y, ‘hos, Marazion, Cornwall, Farmer, April 40, Uorlase & Mil- 
ton, Penzance. 

Mencock, John, Weedon Beck, Northampton, Shopkeeper. May 5, 
Hewitt, Northampton, 

Sandford, Chas Sami Koberts, Clough Hill, nr Rotherham, York, Gent. 
June i. Wightman & son. 

Sibt . Hanphrey Waldo, Washingborough, Lincoln, Clerk. 

thar & Vrocter, Lincoln’s-iun-fields, 

chael, Lon-sq, Hackney-rd, Gent. May 1. Breden, 
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1 Lb 
Hy, Old Windsor, Berks, Esq. May 3i. Fearon, Gt George- 
st, Westminster, 
Asstguinents for Benelit of ervedttors. 
Tuespay, April 10, 1866, 


Linard, Benj, & Hy Edwd Pearce, Manch, Stay and Corset Manufac- 
| turers. Jan6. Sutton& Elliott, Manch, 


Pieede registered yursuant lo Banksuptey Act, 1861, 
Faipay, April 6, 1866, 
Abbot, Edwd Jesse, Worstead, Norfolk, Grocer. March 38, Comp, 
Hey April 4, 
Alleu, Geo, sen, Northampton, Milliner. March 8 Comp, Reg 
April 4. 
Ballantyne, Thos, Maitland-pk-villas, HaverstocR-hill, Gent. March 
Comp. Weg April 4, 
nett, Hen} Nisbett, I'wickenham, Middx, lronmonger, March 23, 
eat. Key April 5. 
Liackwell, sary Ann, Bheftield, York, Widow. March27, Asst. Reg 
April 5, 
Lrashier, Fdwd, Portadown-rd, Maida-hill, Accountant, March 28. 
Comp. Keg April 6. ‘ 
| Barn, Hy David, & Kichd Ainley, Lpool, Comm Ageuts, March 16, 
Asst. Keg April 5, 


j 
| 
' 
| 
































Butler, Thos, Vee Stafford, Lock Manufacturer. March 


29. Comp. Reg April 4 


Comet, aia coaae Ramsgate, Kent, Jeweller. March 8. Comp. | 


‘Sate ‘April 1 10, 1866. 
| Barrick, Hy, & Geo Barrick, Whitby, York, Ship Builders. March 14. 


Asst. Keg April 9. 


| Baxter, Albert, & David Gordon, Birkenhead, Chester, Saw Makers. 


March 13. Asst. Reg April 9. 


| Braithwaite, Hy, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Innkeeper. March 12. 
Asst. Reg April 9. zs 
Coe, Wm, Woolbit, Suffolk, Innkeeper. March 12. Asst. Reg April9. 


| Craven, Thos, Southport, Lancaster, Slate Merchant. March 12. Asst. 


Reg April 7. 


: Dallas, Duncan Campbell, Hope-cottage, Tottenham, Commercial 


Reg Apri 

Om. Thos, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. March 21. Asst. Reg | 

pril 5. 

Carr, Matthew, Low Walker, Northumberland, Tailor. March 28. 
Comp. Reg April 4. 

Chierici, Francis, Caledonian-rd, Dealer in Fancy Goods. March 19. 
Comp. Reg April 5. 

Churchill, Jas, Lodge-rd, Si John’s-wood, out ofbusiness. March 10. 
Asst. Reg A pril 4 | 

Cotterill, Jocelyn, Horley, Surrey, Gent. April 5. Asst. Reg 


April 6. 

Couldridge, Chas Sharman, West Teignmouth, Devon, Grocer. 
March 6. Asst. Reg April 4. 

Denham, Jas, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. March 21. 
Reg April 4. 


Asst. | 


Keg April 9. 
Fleet-st. 


Traveller. April 5. Conv. 
Davis, Coleman, Fetter-lane, 
April 10. 


April 6. Comp. Reg 


i as en Joseph, Manch, Wine and Spirit Merchant. March 22. Comp. 


Dixon, Jas, & Abraham Dixon, ory nr Leeds, York, Woollen | 


Brokers. April4. Asst, Reg April 

Dobbs, Thos Hubbert, South Shields, , nee Grocer. March 10. 
Comp. Reg April 5. 

Edwards, John Thos, Flint, Grocer. March16. Asst. Reg April 4. 

_ he Rochdale, Lancaster, Brewer. March 12. Asst. Reg 

pril 5 

Evans, Jas, Birm, Shoemaker. March 9. Comp. Reg April 5. 

Everett, Robt John, Beech-st, Barbican, Colour Maker. March 17. 
Asst. Reg April 4, 

Fitch, Chas, Coslany, Norwich,Grocer. March 13. Asst. Reg April 6. 


im, Aint, Tunstall, Stafford, Gasfitter. March20. Comp. Reg 

Pp 

Gardner, Thos, ete, Clapham-rise, Brickmaker, March 28. 
mp. Reg "April 6. 

Gray, Wm, Newport, York, Grocer. March 16. Comp. Reg April 4. 

— rr Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. March 27. Comp. Reg 
pri 

Harding, Jas, Tottenham-ct-rd. April2. Comp. Reg April 6. 

Harmston, Chas, Birkenhead, Chester, Earthenware Dealer. March 


14. Comp. Reg April 4. 
Holliday, hos, Chatham, Kent, Licensed Victualler. March 28. 
Comp. Reg April 4, 
— Wm, Risca, Monmouth, Tailor. March 17. Comp. Reg 
pri 


Hunt, John Thos, Tunstall, Stafford, Grocer’s Assistant. March 20. 
Comp. Reg April 4. 
Leach, Geo, Bromley, Kent, Tailor. March 14. Asst. 
Leigh, Wm Taylor, Lpool, Corn Merchant. March 27. 
pril 5. 


teg April 4, 
Comp. Reg 


Liddle, Chas Wm Fiztmaurice, Greenwich, Kent, Collector. March 15, 
Comp. Reg April 6. 

Littlewood, Wm, Chesterfield, Derby, Draper. March 27. Comp. 
Reg April 6. 

Maddon, Jonathan, Ipswich, Suffolk, Tobacconist. March 19. Comp. 
Reg April 5. 

ie Geo Hepple, Jarrow, Durham, Builder. March 31. Comp. 

g A 


Manktelow, Sohn, Princes-st, Hanover-sq, Lodging-house Keeper. 
March 28, Comp. Reg April 5. 

McDonald, Arthur, Denton Chare, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothes 
Dealer. March 31. Comp. Reg April 5. 

McRerrow, Wm, Bedford, Draper. March7. Asst. 

Meades, Thos, Portsmouth, Hants, Master Mariner. 
Reg _ 6. 

Nolan, Edwd Hy, peegteneiites, Kensington, Author. March 31. 
Comp. Reg April 4. 

Nolan, —— Hurdsfield, Chester, Provision Dealer. March 23. Asst. 
Reg April 4. 

— Soh, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. 


Reg April 4. 
Mareh 9. Asst. 


March 9. Comp. 
ore Jo tae, Bolton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. March 21. Cony. Reg 
pril 4 
Pelegrin, ‘Manuel Jose, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. March 31. 
Inspectorship. Reg April 4. 
Penny, Thos, Southsea, Southampton, Boot Maker, March 10. Asst. 


Reg April 5. 
Pocock, om Mortlake, Market Gardener. March 17. 


A 
reid Da , David -puhenheed, Chester, Cabinet Maker. March 21. Comp. 
eg Apri 

Ridley, Edwd John, Queen-st, Cheapside, Tobacconist. March 16. 
Comp. Reg April 4. 

Rose, Thos Plante Lpool, Jeweller. March 8 Asst. Reg April & 

Salinger, Morris, ee Cheapside, Fringe Manufacturer, March 
29. Comp. Reg Apr 


Comp. Reg 


ey » Thos, Carlisle- rh Bow, Flour Factor. Feb 14. Asst, Reg 
shepard Hester, Cheltenham, Draper, April 3. Comp. Reg 
sinter, + ‘an Southsea, Hants,Comm Agent. March 27, Cony. Reg 


sykes, thos. Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Corn Dealer. March 15, 
Comp. Reg April 5, 


Taylor, Hy Joshua, Dewsbury, York, Painter. March 9, Asst. Rog 
ril 5. 
Taylor, Jas, & John Edwin Cooper, Manch, Brewers. March 8, 
ast. Rog April 5, 
— Jas Harrill, Bristol, Corn Merchant. Marché, Asst. Reg 
April 4 
Tovey, Edwd, Bampton, Oxford, Voterinary Surgeon, March 10. 
Comp. Reg April 4. 
Tucker, om tanford-in-the-Valo, Borks, Farmer, March 15, Asst. 
Reg April 4. 
Vokins, Hy, Loafield, Oxford, Farmer, March 19, Comp, Reg 
A 


ril 4. 
Walaington, Hy Lee, Lpool, Milliner, Maroh 29. Comp. Reg 
akan. Ritu, Marthe, & 2 woe, 2 York, Woollen Manufac- 


Reg April 6. 
Evans, David, Llansamlet, Glamorgan, Ag ent. 
Reg April 16. 


March 22. Comp. 


Fermor, Hy, Thatcham, Berks, Farmer. March 17. Asst. Reg 
April 9. ° 

Foulkes, Thos, Eastcheap, Merchant. March 13. Comp. Reg 

; April 9. 

| Frost, John Digby, Surbiton, Surrey, Upholsterer. March 14. Comp. 
Reg April 7. 

Gulland, Wm, & Edwin Thompson, Mitcham, Surrey, Builders. 
March 29. Asst. Reg April 9. 


| Hall, Geo, Minories, Cheesemonger. 


April3. Asst. Reg April 10. 


| Hansford, Arthur, Newport-ct, Newport-market, Fishmonger. March 








| Lister, Alfred, Sheffield, Joiner. 


29. Comp. Reg April 10. 

— David, Poole, Dorset, Draper. March 14. Reg 
Apri 

Henderson, John, Gt Wild-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Oilman. April 5. 
Comp. Reg April 9. 

— Richd, Penzance, Cornwall, Mercer. March 13. Comp. Reg 
April 9. . 

Holmes, Wm Hy, Beaumont-st, Marylebone, Professor of Music. 
March 22. Comp. ° Reg April 7. 

—. Richd, Newbury, Berks, Draper. March 22. Comp. Reg 


Hatlon, ‘has, Shipley, York, Manufacturer. March 19. Comp. Reg 


April 
Sams, Geo, Newsen Dorset, Saddler. March 13. Comp. Keg April 10. 
Libby, Robt, Camborne, Cornwall, Mine Share Dealer. March 22. 


Comp. Reg April 10. 


Asst. 


April 5. Comp. Reg April 9. 

Marks, Joseph, Wood-st, Spitalfields, Jeweller. April2. Comp. Reg 
April 6. 

McKinnell, Jas Farrar, Birstal, York, Plumber. March 14. Comp. 
Reg April 6. 

Merralls, Augustus, Chatham, Kent, Shipwright. April 5. Asst. 
Reg April 9. 

Mercer, Wm, Aldersgate-st, Cheesemonger. March 20. Asst. Reg 
Apri 

Milnes, John Hargreaves, Leeds, York, Plumber. March 20. Comp. 


Reg April 9. 
Moldram, Jemima, Warminster, Wilts, Draper. March 21. Asst. 


Reg April 9. 
Morgan, Owen, Lpool, Soap Boiler. March 16. Comp. Reg April 9. 
March 28. Asst. 


Morton, Robt, Wigtoft, Lincoln, Farmer. 


April 10, 

Motham, John, Peterboro-ct, Fleet-st, Engraver. March 12, Asst. 
Reg April 7. 

Odling, Isaac Sharpley, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Journeyman Carpenter. 


March 10. Asst. Reg April 7. 

Owen, Robt, pete Lancaster, Provision Dealer. March 9. Comp. 
Reg April 

Purser, Major Wm, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. March 10. Asst. 
Reg April 7. 

Remeay. By Malcolm, Delamere-crescent, Paddington, Builder. April 
3. Comp. Reg April 10. 

Rodwell, Marianna, & Jane Charlotte Kirby Rodwell, Gt Waldingfield, 
Suffolk, Spinsters. March 10. Asst. Reg April 7. 

Taylor, Wm, Barking, Essex, Shipbuilder. March 26, Asst. Reg 
April 9 

Thompeon, Lucy Mary, Stockport, Chester, Smallware Dealer. April 
7. Comp. Reg April 10. 

Thomas, Richd, Dover, Kent, Chemist. April 4. Asst. Reg April (0. 

Thwaites, Hy Thos, Basinghall st, Public Accountant. April 5. Asst. 
Reg April }0. 

Tilly, Geo, Portsea, Hants, March 24. 


Clothier. Comp. Reg April 6. 


Troth, Richd, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Nail Factor. March 23. 
Comp. Reg April 7. 

Turner, Rumphrer. sen, Sheffield, Iron Manufseturer. March &. 
Asst. Reg April 9 

Walter, Alfred, Godalming, $ Surrey, Draper. March 14, Asst. Reg 
April 7. 

Washington, Chas Geo, South Norwood, Surrey, Oilman. March 9, 
Comp. Reg April 6. 

Wellock, Francis, West Hartlepool, Durham, Draper. March 2. 
Comp. Reg April 6, 

Williams, Esther, Swansea, Glamorgan, Widow, March 12. Asst. 


Reg April 7. 
Whitlock, John Eden Northmore, Oakley-ter, Chelsea, Gent. Mareh 
31, Comp, Reg April 9 
Bankruypts. 
Fripar, April 6, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 
Aiken, Wm, Fenchureh-st, Comm Merchant. Pet April 4. April 18 
at l2, Ley & Brocklesby, Great Tower-st. 
Bolton, John, Woodford, Essex, Grocer, Pet April 4. April 21 at 11. 
Wood & Ring, Basinghall-st. 
Butcher, Arthur Geo, Sidney-rd, Stockwell, Clerk, Pet April 4, April 
18 ati, Spicer, Staple-inn, Holborn, 
Caunt, 4 atier, Stainton-ter, Old St Pancras-ni, Barman. Pet 
Bash a \Tatl. Payne, Bedford-row, an 
Om Soo, pper Barnsb t, Islington, Compoaitor. April 
4. April 18 att. Goldriok, 
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Fry, Richd Harvey, Chertsey, Surrey, Lath Manufacturer. Pet April 
4. May 2atl. Cooke, New Broad-st. 

Hook, John, Bexley, Kent, Farmer. Pet March 31. April 21 at ll. 
Kent, Cannon-st West. 

Hope, Chas, South Stoneham, Southampton, Draper. 
May 2 at 12. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 

Hopcroft, Jas, Long Crendon, Buckingham, Baker. Pet April 4. April 
21 at 12. Chilton & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Kemp, Jeremiah, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Pet April4. April 
18 ati2. Blake, Ryde. 

Lavey, John, Well-st, Wellclose-sq, Tailor. Pet March 31. April 18 
at 12. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Mahany, Thos Geo, jun, Bexley-heath, Kent, Plumber. 
27. April25 atl. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Mattingley, John, Iffley, Oxford, Farmer. Pet April4. May 2 at 1. 
Doyle, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Moses, Emanuel, Hanway-st, Oxford-st, no business. Pet March 31. 
April 21 at 11. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. Holborn. 
Mongan, Jas Roscoe, Wells-st, Oxford-st, Author. 

May 2at1l. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Quick, Chas Hy Wellesley-ter, Maidon-rd, Kentish Town, Ladies’ 


Pet April 4. 


Pet March 


Pet March 31. 


Outfitter. Pet March 31. May 2ati. Scott, Basinghall-st. 
Reeve, Frederic John, Southminster, nr Maldon, Essex, Grocer. Pet 
April4. Aprill8 atl. Duffield & Bruty, Tokenhouse-yard, 
Sear. Edmund, Bradwell, Bucks, Baker. Pet March 31, May 2 at 11. 


Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Steward, Jas, Landport, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 4. 
April 18 at 12. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Symons, John, Robert-ter, Chelsea, out of business. Pet March 31. 
May 2at1l!. Thomas, Fulham. 

Webb, Robt, Maidstone, Kent, Licensed Victualler. 
May 2 at 12. Doyle, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Wenn, Hy, & Wm Howe, Fishmonger-alley, Fenchurch-st, Eating- 
house — Pet March 31. April 18 at 11. Steadman, Cole- 
man-st. 

West, Hy, Collier-st, Pentonville, Carpenter. Pet April 4. April 18 
ati2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allday, Geo Wade, Bristol, Auctioneer. Pet April 4. Bristol, April 
18 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Allwood, John, Bunbury, Chester, Farmer. Pet April4. Lpool, April 
18 at 12. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Aylwin, Chas, Didling,nr Midhurst, Sussex, Farmer. Pet April 4. 
Midhurst, April 18 at 10.30. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Broadbent, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj March 13. Stockton- 
on-Tees, April 18 at 11. 

Bryant, Wm, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet March 31. Cardiff, 
April 18 at 11. Bird, Cardiff. 

Buttle, Jonathan Alex, Norwich, Fish Curer. Pet April 4. Norwich, 
April 20 at 11. Chittock, Norwich. 

Chew, John, Lpool, Grocer. Pet Apri! 2. Lpool, April 17 at 3. Nor- 
don, Lpool. 

Crompton, Ellis, Keitley, nr Bolton, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. 
Pet April4, Manch, April 24 at 11. Hulton & Co, Salford. 

Curtis, john Joseph, King's Lynn, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Pet April 3. 
King’s Lynn, April 27 at 11. Ward, King’s Lynn. 

Darrall, Benj, Birm, Butcher. Pet April 4. Birm, April 20 at 10. 


J. & W. Brown, Birm. 
Davies, Joshua, Worthen, Salop, Bootmaker. Pet April 2. Welch- 
Pet April 4. Leeds, April 


Pet March 29. 


ol, April 23 at 11. Jones, Welchpool. 

Dixon, Jas, jun, Leeds. Dyer’s Assistant. 
18ati2. Harle, Leeds. 

Farrington, Wm Ellison, Audlem, Chester, Grocer. Pet April 2. 
Whitchurch, April 23 at 10. Clay, Whitchurch. 

Freeman, Fredk Wm, Downham Market, Norfolk, Attorney-at-Law. 
- a 2. Downbam Market, April 14at 10. Nunn, Downham 

arket. 

Garthon, Jas Slapp, Norwich, Surgeon. Pet April4. Norwich, April 
19 at il. Sadd, jun, Norwich. 

Gee, Isaac, Cainscross, Gloucester, Commercial Clerk. Pet April 2. 
Stroud, April 23at 10. Duke, Birm. 

Gittoes, John, jun, Westbromwich, Stafford, out of business. Pet 
April 5. Birm, April 20 at12. Parry, Birm. 

Grice, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Potter. Pet April4. Hanley, April 
19 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Hadiey, Wm, jun, Aston juxta-Birm, Journeyman Hair Dresser. 
Pet March 22. Birm, April 20 ati0. Parry, Birm. 

Holmes, Edwd Hy, Lincoln, Shoe Maker. Pet April 2. Lincoln, 
April l7atll. Hebb, Lincoln. 

Jackson, Wm Wilson, Dalton, Lancaster, Timekeeper. Pet March 29. 
U'verston, April 16 at 10. Relph, Uiverston, 

Jenion, Wm, Derby, Lancaster, Brewer. Pet April4. Lpool, April 24 
at 3. Henry, Lpool. 

Johnson, Thos, Congleton, Chester, Letter Carrier. Pet Apri! 2. 
Congleton, April 14 at 12. Sutton, Burslem. 
Jones, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet 
April 3. Merthyr Tydfil, April 17 at 11. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 
Morgan, David, Lianguicke, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet March 29. 
Neath. April l6at1!. Morris, Swansea. 

Jones, John, Lpool, Commercial Traveller. Pet April 4. 
isati2. Cartwright, Chester. 

Jones, Evan, Lianerfyl, Montgomery, Farmer. Pet April 5. Lpool, 
April 18 at 12. Dodge, Lpool. 

King, Wm Dinham, Lantegioss by Camelford, Cornwall, Attorney-at- 
Law. Pet April4. Exeter, April i7 at ll. Daw & Son, Exeter. 

Leach, Wm, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Journeyman Joiner. Pet April 
4. Bolton, April 18 at10. Edge, Bolton, 

Lewis, Jas, Khayader, Radnor, out of business. Pet March 27, 
Rhayader, May 14at 10. Jenkins, Lianidives. 

Lines, Saml, Harborne, Stafford, Greengrocer. Pet April2. Oldbury, 
April 17 at 1}. Travis, Westbromwich. 

Palfrey, Wm, Exeter, Photographer. Pet April 5. 
atli. Hughes, Exeter. 

Powell, Thos, bridgend, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet March 31. Bristol, 
ag) yb — & — rd, Bristol. 

Ryley, Hy, Sutton ger, Wilts, Physician, Pet April 4. Bristol, 
April léatil. Press & luskip, Briswl. 


Lpool, April 


Exeter, April 21 





Pet April 4. Norwich, April 20 at 11, 


Sandberg, Hans August, Birm, Iron Merchant. Pet April 4. Birm 

April 28 at 12. Fitter, Birm. 

Sanford, Wm Hy, Devonport, Devon, out of business. Pet April 5. 
Exeter, April 26 at 12.30. Vaughan, Devonport, 

Saxton, Fountaine John, Pontefract, York, Tanner. Pet March 28, 
Leeds, April 19 at 11. Jefferson, Pontefract. 

Smith, Jesse, Derby, Coach Builder. Pet April4. Birm, April 24 at 
ll. Briggs, Derby. 

Stead, Wm, Holbeck, nr Leeds, York, Stonemason. Pet April 3. 
Leeds, April 18 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Tunstall, Mary Ann, Burslem, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet April 4. 
Hanley, May 19 at 11. Sutton, Burslem. 

Uttley, Richd, Wellington-buildings, Kensall-green, Night Watchman. 
Pet April 2. Burnley, April 19 at 3. Hartley, Burnley. 

Warnes, Robt Hy, Norwich, Waterman. let April 3. Norwich, April 
19 at il. Emerson, Norwich, 

Yellop, Robt, Norwich, Dealer. 

Sadd, jun, Norwich. 
Tuespay, April 10, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 

Boulter, Richd, Upper Belgrave-ter, Pimlico, Bootmaker. Pet April 
7. April23at i. Goldrick, Strand. 

Catt, Levi, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Journeyman Whitesmith. Pet 
April6. April 21atl. Doyle, Gray’s-inn, 

Castle, Chas, Ware, Hertford, Baker. Pet April 5. April 23 at 12. 
Medcalf, Coleman-st 

Duffy, Michael, Duggett-st, White Horse-lane, Building Contractor. 
Pet April 7. April 23 at 1. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Dumerque, Hy Chas Douglas, Dorset-ter, Bridge-rd, Battersea, no 
occupation, Pet April7. May4at1l2. Hutchinson, Warwick-st, 
Regent-st. 

Elliott, Geo, Tunbridge Wells, Sussex, Livery Stable Keeper. Pet 
April6. April 23 at 12. Doyle, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn, 

Farquharson, Richd Archibald, Kennington-pk, Gent, Pet April 7. 
May 4atll. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Forty, Hy, Queen’s-ter, St John’s-wood, Job Master. Pet April 5. 
April 21 at 1. Yeo & Warner, Hart-st, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Furner, Jas, Bishopsgate-st Without, Ironmonger. Pet April 5. 

April 21 at 12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 


Growse, Robt, Hastings, Sussex, Attorney-at-Law. Pet April 4. 
May 2at2. Last, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Hall, Omar, Prince’s-rd, Notting-hill, Cheesemonger. Pet April 5. 


April 23 at 12, Evans, John-st, Bedford-row, 

Hunt, Fredk, Hanover-st, Long-acre, out of business. Pet April 5. 
April 21 at 1. Munday, Essex-st, Strand, 

Lambert, Wm, Dover-rd, Southwark, out of business. Pet April 5. 
May 2at2. Pook, Laurence Pountney-hill, Cannon-st. 

Longhurst, Thos, jun, Windsor-rd, Upper Holloway, Clerk. Pet April 
6. April23 at 12. Allen, Chancery-iane. 

May, Hy Drew, York-rd, Lambeth, Hosier. Pet March 31, April 21 
at 12, Mardon, Nuwgate-st. ‘ 

Meinhardt, Siegfried Philipp Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet 
April4. May 2at2. Lumley & Lumley, Moorgate-st. 

North, Chas, Queen’s Head-ct, Westminster, Turner. Pet April 4. 
April 2! at 11. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Powell, Wm Edwd, Farnham, Surrey, Surgeon. Pet April 6. May 4 
at ll. Eve, Aldershot. 

Pownall, Robt Bolger, Landsdown-rd, Croydon, out of business. Pet 
April6. April2l atl. Hichardson, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Sharp, John Wm, New Brentford, Middx, Haberdasher. Pet March 29. 
May 2at1!. Woodbridge & Sons. Clifford’s-inn. 

Simms, Edwd, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Timber Merchant. Pet March 27, 
April 21 at 12. Knott, Gray’s-inn-sq. 


Tress, Francis, St Mark’s-crescent, Notving-hill, Accountant. Pet 
April6. May 4at 11. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 
Winter, Walter, Ardingly, Sussex, Farm Labourer. Pet April 6. 
April 23 at 12, Smith & Co, Aldermanbury. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Badger, Wm Fredk, Totley, Derby, out of business. Pet April 5- 


Leeds, April 28 at 12. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Bagshaw, Jas, Sheffield, File Manager. Pet April6. Leeds, April 28 
at 12. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Bartlett, Joseph, Glastonbury, Mason. Pet April 5. Wells, April 20 
at 12. Bullied. 

Bristow, John, Winscombe, Somerset, Farmer. Pet April 4, Axbridge, 
April 23 at 11. Clifton, Bristol. 

Brook, John, Mirfield, York, Joiner. Pet April7. Leeds, April 23 at 
ll. Chadwick, Dewsbury. 

Barbage, Joseph, Nottingham, Journeyman Baker. Pet April 7. 
Nottingham, May 23 at 11. Briggs, Nottingham. 

Callow, Wm, Manch, Wine Merchant. Pet April 7, Manch, April 30 
atl2. Earle & Co, Manch. 

Christie Ralph Greenlaw, Lpool, Cotton Dealer. Pet April5. Lpool, 
April 23 atil. Browne, Lpool. 

Corbridge, Wm Isaac, Blackburn, Lancaster, out of business. Pet 
April 5. Manch, April 24at 12, Boote & Rylance, Manch, 
Cottam, Edwd, Westbromwich, Stafford, Filer. Pet April 7. Oldbury, 
April 23 at 11. Jackson, Westbromwich. 
Davies, Catherine, Pembroke Dock, Widow. 
April 21) atll. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Dockings, Wm, South Molton, Devon, Carrier. Pet April2, Exeter, 
April 23 at 10. Shapland, South Molton. 

Dunn, Lewis, Prisoner for Debt, Morpeth. Adj March 17. North 
Shields, April 24 at 11. Lowrey, North Shields, 

Elmhirst, Wm, jan, Osgodby, Lincoln, Cattle Dealer. 
Market Rasen, April 26 at 12. Brown & 3on, Lincoln. 

Feehan, John, Exeter, Tailor. Pet March 20. Exetes, April 24 at 11. 
Floud, Exeter. 

Fielden, Saml Nicholas, Littleborough, Lancaster, Drysalter. Pet 
April 5. Manch, April 25 at 12, J.& H. Standring, Rochdale. 

Griffiths, John, Myfod, Mont She i Pet April5. Llan- 


fyilin, April 30 at 11. Jones, Welshpool. 
Gwynn, Chas Mainwaring, Birm, Warehouse Clerk. Pet March 29. 
a April 20 at 10. Baker, B 


Pet April 7. Bristol, 


Pet April 7. 





irm. 
, Lewis, Hanley. Stafford, Tailor. Pet March 19. Birm, April 
23at12, Lloyd, Wood-at. 
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Hartnell, Abraham, Portland, Dorset, Innkeeper. Pet April2, Wey- 4 
mouth, April 20 at 11. Howard, Weymouth. 

Healey. Jas, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Furniture Broker. Pet March 
28. Tewkesbury, April 25 at 12. Taynton, Gloucester. : 

Hiley, Edwd Joseph, Lincoln, Hosier. Pet April4. Leeds, April 18 
at 12. Toynbee & Larken, Lincoln. 

Holmes, Thos, Leeming, York, Joiner. Pet April 5. Northallerton, 
April 19 at 3. Teale, Leyburn. . 

Janney, Solomon, Skidbrooke-cum-Saltfleet, Lincoln, Wheelwright. 
Pet April5. Louth, April 20 at 11. Chambers, Lincoln. 

Jowett, Thos Wainhouse, Huddersfield, York, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
March 28. Huddersfield, May 17 at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Leapman, Saml, Brighton, Sussex, Clerk. Pet April 5. Brighton, 
April 24 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Machin, Enoch, Burslem, Stafford, Grocer. Pet April 17. Hanley, 
May 19 at tl. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Newbould, Wm, jun, Carlton. nr Worksop, Nottingham, Comm Agent. 
Pet April5. Leeds, April 28 at 12. Shepherd & Co, Beverley. 

Piplow, Saml Kirk, Madeley, Salop, Jeweller. Pet April7. Madeley, 
May 2at12. Walker, Wellington. 

Pollard, Thos, Huddersfield, York, Fish Dealer. Pet March 29. Hud- 
dersfield, May 17 at 10. Craven, Huddersfield. 

Polit, Thos, & Thos Greenhalgh, Leigh, Lancaster,Corn Millers. Pet 
April6. Manch, April 26 at 12, Sale & Co, Manch. 

Pritchard, Edwd, Everton, nr Lpool, Licensed Pilot. Pet April 6. 
Lpool, April 23. Norris, Lpool. : 

Sugdon, Geo, Beverley, York, Grocer. Pet April 4. Leeds, April 18 
at 12. Crust & Todd, Beverley. 


Sutcliffe, Thos, Walsben, nr Todmorden, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet 
April5. Manch, April 25at 12. Sale &Co,Manch. — 

Thompson, Wm, Dewsbury, York, Rag Dealer. Pet April 4. Leeds, 
April 26 at 11. Chadwick, Dewsbury. 

Weightman, Geo, Balderton, Nottingham, Cottager. Pet April 4. 
Newark, April 18 at 12. Ashley, Newark. 

Wellden, John, New Romney. Kent, Journeyman Baker. Pet March 


29. Romney, April 21 at 12, Minter, Folkestone. 
White, John, Southampton, Beer Retailer. Pet April6. Southamp- 
ton, April 24 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. : 
Wingett, Hy, Wells, Paper Maker. Pet April5. Wells, April 20 at 12. 
Hobbs & Seal. 7 
Wigzell, Montague, Topsham, Devon, Manufaeturer. Pet April 4. 
Exeter, April 20 at 12. Clarke, Exeter. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, April 6, 1866. 
Durlacher, Montague, Stranraer-pl, Maida-vale, Assistant to a Chiro- 


podist. April 5. 
Tuespay, April 10, 1866. 
Dickenson, Eliz Cooper, Southampton, Hants, Clothier. March 23, 
Oke, Wm, Hythe, nr Southampton, Hants, Gent. March 22. 
Buttle, Jonathan Alexander, Norwich, Fish Curer. April 9. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE’ SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

P Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 
PkurosaL FoR LOAN ON MORTGAGES. 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, er by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


i ae ~ Just published, Second Edition, price 3s., 
MIVHE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 


account of its History and Developement in the Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

“Tam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”—V. C. Woop, in 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4. 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


J LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s, 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Paent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen, Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s, she set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3, Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and + aaa 9d, and 128.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
ehasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
— for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 








RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House, 





Just published, price Is., by post, ls. 1d., 

A VALUABLE PAMPHLET, by H. BECKER, 

Advocate at the Imperial Court of Paris, and Correspondent of 

many Law Associations established in foreign countries, containing an 

exact picture of the legal state of foreigners in France, and particularly 

of the English, whether as plaintiffs or as defendants, in judicial cases, 

and also the want of effect of English deeds and sentences, as to their 
execution in France. 

The same work contains also a copy of the lately addressed petition to 
the French Senate to improve the present condition of the French laws 
concerning the above subjects, claiming for all foreigners in France, and 
pe English especially, the right of obtaining effective decisions in 
civil cases. 





London: W. Amex, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 


ENDERS, STOVES, FIRE-IRONS, and CHIM- 
NEY-PIECES.—Buyers of the above ure requested, before 
finally deciding, to visit WILLIAM S. BURTON’S SHOW-ROOMS. 
They contain such an assortment of FENDERS, STOVES, RANGES, 
CHIMNEY-PIECES, FIRE-IRONS, and GENERAL IRONMONGERY 
as cannot be approached elsewhere, either for variety, novelty, beauty of 
design, or exquisiteness of workmanship. Bright Stoves, with ormolu 
ornaments, £3 8s.to £33 10s.; Bronze Fenders, with standards, 7s. to 
£5 12s.; Steel Fenders, £3 3s. to £11; ditto, with rich ormolu orna- 
ments, from £3 3s. to £18 ; Chimney-pieces, from £1 8s. to £100: Fire- 
irons, from 3s. 3d. the set to £4 4s, The BURTON and all other PATENT 
STOVES, with radiating hearth-plates. 


LOCKS, CANDELABRA, BRONZES, & LAMPS. 
—WILLIAM S. BURTON invites inspection of his Stock of these, 
displayed in two large Show-Rooms. Each article is of guaranteed 
quality, and some are objects of pure Verti, the productions of the first 
manufacturers of Paris, from whom William S. Burton imports them 
direct 





"Clocks fromt....sesssseseseseeove 7s. 6d. to £45 03. 0d. 
Candelabra, from 13s. 6d. to £16 103. Od. per pair. 
Bronzes from ............seeee+ 18s. Od. to £16 16s. Od, 


Lamps, modérateur, from... 6s. 0d.to£ 9 0s. 0d. 
Pure Colza Oil, 4s. 9d. per Galion. 


ILLIAM S. BURTON, GENERAL FUR- 
NISHING IRONMONGER, by appointment, to H. R. H. the 
Prince of Wales, sends a CATALOGUE gratis, and post paid. It con- 
tains upwards of Six Hundred Illustrations of his unrivalled Stock of 
Sterling Silver and Electro-Plate, Nickle Silver, and Britannia Metal 
Goods, Dish-Covers, Hot-Water Dishes, Stoves, Fenders, Marble Chimney- 
Pieces, Kitchen Ranges, Lamps, Gaseliers, Tea Trays, Urns, and Kettles, 
Clocks, Table Cutlery, Baths, Toilet Ware. Turnery, Iron and Brass 
Bedsteads, Bedding, Bedroom Cabinet Furniture, &c , with Lists of prices 
and Plans of the Twenty large Show-Rooms, at 39, Oxford-street, W.; 
1, la, 2, 3, and 4, Newman-street ; 4,5, and 6, Perry’s-place ; and 1, New- 
man-yard, London. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear ¢q al 











to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's. 
£e ¢@ £3. 4 £an4a £38. @ 
Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 Oandi I8 0 230 300 
Dessert ditto .......0e0.. 1 0 Oand!l 0 115 @ 220 
Table Spoons ....... 110 Oandl 18 0 2.62 29 6 
Dessert ditto . sees | 0 Qandil lo 0 115 0 220 
Tea Spoons .....seeeeee.4 O12 QandO 1s 0 13 6 1 10 


cy 

Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon fer 

warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 
LAW PRINTING. 

7 ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
Law AND Pusiic ComPaNiss Painters, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Printing. 
They invite orders for— 

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all Legal Documents. 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies. 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Auctioneers’ Catalogues, Posters, &¢, 











BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CasH, 
PER 4s, 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge than has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 
“PRICE IF PUT To AccouNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 3 Copies, 
8 pages........ £2 2s. 0s. £238. Gd. £2 4s. Gd. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C. 


3 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d. 





“ London Gazette” (published by authority) and London and Country 
Advertisement Office, No, 119, Chancery-lane, Fleet street. 


ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 

hereby solicits their continued support.—N_B, One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitade assured. 








! 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 





THE SIXTEENTH GENERAL MEETING of the Members of this Association will be held at the HALL of the INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY, Chancery-lane, London, on WEDNESDAY next, the 18th day of APRIL, to receive from the Board of Directors a Report 
and Statement of Accounts for the half-year; to consider the expediency of certain proposed alterations in the Rules of the Association, and for 


other Business. The Chair will be taken at ONE o'clock precisely. 


9, Clifford's-inn, E.C., 12th April, 1866. 


(By order of the Board), 
THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary. 








Aegal and General Tife Assumance Soriety, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





Directors. 


AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., Q.C. 

BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. 

BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 

BOLTON, JOHN HENRY, Esq. 

BRODERIP, FRANCIS, Esq. 

BRUCE, The Right Hon, Sir J. L. KNIGHT, Lord Justice. 

CHANNELL, The Hon, Mr. Baron. 

CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esq. 

COOKSON, WILLIAM STRICKLAND, Esq. 

DUGMORE, WILLIAM, Esq., Q.C. 

FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY,-Esq., Taxing Master in 
Chancery. 


FRERE, BARTLE JOHN LAURIE, Esq. 





GOULBURN, Mr. Serjeant, Commissioner in Bankruptcy. 
GREENE, THUMAS WEBB, Eszq., Q.C. 

LAMB, GEORGE, Esq. 

LEMAN JAMES, Esq. 

OSBORNE, JOHN, Esq., Q.C. 

PARKER, KENYON &,, Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery 
PEMBERTON, EDWARD LEIGH, Esq. 

RIDDELL, Sir WALTER BUCHANAN, Bart. 

ROSE, The Hon. Sir GEORGE. 

SCADDING, EDWIN WARD, Esq. 

SMITH, The Hon. Mr. Justice MONTAGUE. 

TILSON, THOMAS, Esq. 


Solicitors, 
Messrs. DOMVILLE, LAWRENCE, & GRAHAM. 





EXISTING ASSURANCES. .sccscsosssssssesscesvsees £3,540,000 
CORRESPONDING BONUS cccccccccccccccccccccces 425,000 


INVESTED FUNDS woscccssssssccsesecseeseescsseees £1,390,000 
AUR: TROOMB vss sassccsesicseceses evevcesesve 170,000 


CLAIM, C., PAID ccsocccccscscccsccsececes cop 1,888,000 | SUBSCRIBED OAPITAL ...cccocasceccccosssocces .. 1,000,000 





INCREASINGLY LIBERAL REGULATIONS have, from time to time, been introduced by the Society. The peculiar 
privileges now allowed by its Policies are fully stated in the Prospectus, which, with all other information, will be forwarded on 


application. 


NIN#&-TENTHS OF THE TOTAL PROFITS are in future to be appropriated to the Assured. The Books will close on 


81st December, i866, for the next division. 


Applications through Solicitors are invited for advances upon, or purchases of, Life Interests or Reversions, in connection with 


Policies of Assurance to be granted by the Office, 


BE. A. NEWTON, Actuary, 











OKE’S MAGISTERIAL SYNOPSIS.—Ninth Edition. 
This day is published, one thick vol., 8vo, 52s. 6d., cloth, 


HE MAGISTERIAL SYNOPSIS; a Practical 
Guide for Magistrates, their Clerks, Attornies, and Constables ; 
Summary Convictions and Indictable Offences, with their Penalties, 
Punishments, Procedure, &c., being alphabetically and tabularly arranged. 
By GLORGE C. OKE, Chief Clerk to the Lord Mayor of London. Ninth 

Edition, much enlarged. 
London: Burrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’ 's Law Publishers. 

OKE’S MAGISTERIAL FORMULIST.—Third Edition, 
8vo, 35s., cloth, 


HE MAGISTERIAL FORMULIST; being a 
complete collection of Forms and Precedents for practical use in 
all cases out of Quarter Sessions, and in Parochial Matters, by Magis- 
trates, their Clerks, and Attorneys; with an Introduction, Exp/anatory 
Directions, Variations, and Notes. By GEORGE C. OKE, Chief Clerk to 
the Lord Mayor of London, Author of “ The Magisterial Synopsis,”’ &c., 
&c, Third Edition, enlarged, and containing a Collection of New Forms 
under the Criminal Law Consolidation Acts. 


London: Burrezwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’ ‘38 Law Publishers. 





~ Now ready, in 1 vol., price ! 58., 
TREATISE ON THE LOCUS STANDI of 
PETITIONERS against PRIVATE BILLS in PARLIAMENT. 
By JAMES MELLOK SMETHURST, Esq., of Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, M.A., and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Srevess & Hayxes, 11, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, Law Publishers, 


‘Sait jellies price 10s. 6d., cloth, 








OUSTON’S STOPPAGE IN TRANSITU; a 
‘Treatise on the Law of Stoppage in Transitu, and incidentally on 
Retention and Delivery. By JOHN HOUSTON, of the Middle Temple, 
¥ay., Barrister at-Law. 
Wx. MaxweEtt, 32, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, 








HEN to DOUBLE YOUR CONSONANTS.— 
See the WRITER’S ENCHIRIDION, a Collection of all the 
Verbs that require their Consonants Doubled on taking ED, EST, ING, 
&c., about sixty of which are exceptions to the rule, as Cavil, Marvel, 
a not being accented on the last syllable. By J. S. SCARLETT. 
rice 1s. 
S. Carter, 48, Paternoster-row, London. 





Second edition, 9s., to subscribers 0: 
RADY ON FIX/?URES AND DILAPIDA- 
TIONS, ECCLESIASTICAL AND LAY. In the Press, 
YATES & ALexanper, Church-passage, Chancery-lane. 





In one volume, crown 8y0, price 3s, 


A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Lichard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Rincoln’s-inn; Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LANE. 
This Society will Meet on Tuesday, the 17th inst. +» at 7 o'clock, for 
the Discussion of the Government Reform Bill. 
5, Berners-street, W. THOMAS WIDDOWS, Secretary. 


ha SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davirs & Hoyt procure British and Fgreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicit rs at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on appiication or by letter. 


| ‘UV SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house, Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free, 
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